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= is e nod: cauſe; 
AZ when men of reputation 
for ſenſe and — 
aſhamed to a open 
ly in the defence of itz 
The credit of the impo- 
ſing party both at Lon- 
don, and here in the-Weſts 
is very much congerned 
in the leading fact of our 
elner Not oniy the Gentlemen he ha 
been the immediate actors, but all their advifers, 
who do not think fit to diſclaim their 
ings, might juſtly reckon themſelves obliged. to 
defend them. But, whether it be owing: to the 
ſhamefulneſs of the cauſe, or ſome other reaſon 
which the world is not yet able to gueſs,-the 


Gentlemen have hitherto procured none to ſpealc 
in their behalf, who have thought fie to fer their 
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t one Who has 


excep 


taken care his performance ſhould do them as 
little ſervice as his name. Tis obſervable too, 


that the diſtant writers, who skulk about in ſuch 


obſcurity, treat of this point very tenderly. The 
Relation, the Narrative, and the Subſcribing Mini- 


ſter s Letter, avoid entring into the merits of the 
cauſe, tho the writers 0 if they are more than 
one) not only conceal their names, but ſhew 
themſelves willin enough - favour their 


fe | {7 J #2" ASS 
0. onder the * Grits Rodde uſe 
ſo much caution in concealing himſelf, conſider- 
ing what materials are ſent” him ro-vork upon, 
and how unwilling the collector of them here in 
the country is to have his pa ar. This 
Gentle Nad ch tatthing 
ſtories that are brought, and ſometimes by ſuch 
half-witted perſons, as are not the moſt able to 
give au exact account of the matters they would 
relate. 10 mom cody l 


> 
4 


and: the Defence of it, both which 
we have been told in print are publtfhed by the 
order of the Committer, as the thirtech managers 
affect to be called, abound with ſuch a variety of 
theſe pretty ſtories, that one would, in charity 


to tlie party, ſuppoſe they are all collected by the 


ame perſon, who has diſcovered his extraordi- 
nary genius this way, and condeſcended to be 
perhaps'the chief agent of thoſe, who have ſought 
ro lead the Gentlemen into the ſtrange meaſures 
they hape taken. PTis pity the Gentlemen ſhould 
er ing 2d be:pablithed 
in their defence, if they could have procured a a 
berter defender. But à bad cauſe that will not 


admit of a good advocate, muſt be content with 
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ters ſo induſiriouſly conceal themſelves is a ten- 
derneſs of their own reputation, and that they 
think that would be hurt, ſhould the world be 
acquainted with their names; but I may venture 
to ſay, that can hardly be the reaſon, which a 
man might be apt to ſuſpect. They cannot be 
aſhamed of the orthodox cauſe, if they are, as 
they profeſs, ſincere in eſpouſing it; nor is it 
reaſonable to ſuppoſe that modeſty reſtrains them 
from ſeeking their own reputation, when they 
are ſo apt upon other occaſions to cry bp them- 
ſelves for their orthodoxy, to the diſparagement 
of their neighbours. Nor yet can this caution 
be the effect of 55 fear they have from the law 
of the land. Tis a good reaſon for mens heing 
upon the reſerve, when there is danger in 
ſpeaking their ſentiments plainly, and they know 
their enemies. watch for an opportunity to indict, 
or preſent them, and bring all the \ inconveniences 
they can upon em from the government: but 
this they know is not their. caſe, whatever en- 
deavours havE been uſed to make it ours. By 
the way, 1 cannot but think it diſingenuous ro 
cry men down as blaſphemers, and ſet the go- 
vernment upon correcting them, when they are 
- :conſtrained as it were to declare and defend their 
own ſentiments; Nay, nor do I think men 
ſhould de termed. bla ſphemers, When the groſs 
miſtakes they utter, evidently proceed from a 
weakneſs in the judgment, rather than the ma- 


lignity and wickedneſs. of the heart. Tis thus 


Ljudge of a miniſter, and of ſeveral people, who 
thave aſſerted, That the Father is the Son, and 
the San. the Father : this is as groſs a miſtake as 
men can well utter; and yet far be it from me 
to revile thoſe that have ſpoken ſo unadviſedly as 
dlaſphemers, or to endeavour to bring them un- 
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CD 
der anytemporal inconveniences for it. But 1 
ave it to theſe writers to account for their pro- 
ceedings. e eee * 
I come now to conſider what is material in 
the Defence of the Account, and is not taken notice 
of elſewhere, particularly in a gy Hiſtory of 
our troubles; which will, I hope, ſoon appear. 
I TI know not what reaſon there was to impute 
to me a ſuppoſition, p. 3. That they would not write 
at all, I expreſs no ſuch thing, nor had I any 
reaſon tg endeavour to prevent their writing. [ 
thought my cauſe much favoured by their Ac- 
count, which convinced many, who before could 
hardly believe the management was ſo bad as 
my Caſe repreſented jt. I care not how much 
is written on their ſide, being very deſirous this 
affair ſhould appear in a true light. My con- 
ſcience is ſo clear, that J fear nothing from truth 
and juſtice, and I doubt not to be able to detect 
the baſeneſs of what is contrary rhereto: 9 
There is a wonderful paſſage, p. 4. which it 
ſeems the Gentlemen themſelves ,are diſpleaſed 
with; for they have ſcratched out above eleven 
lines together in the corre&ed copy I received, I 
| ſuppoſe, by the order of ſome of them. The 
copies diſperſed in London being not fo cor- 
| rected, I ſhall befriend them in — the 
world with this correction. I ſhall tranſcribe 
the whole paſſage, and put only what they have 
blotted out in Talic. Thus then they expreſs 
themſelves in what they propoſe to do: Fourthly, 
Make ſome remarks on ſeveral obſervable paſ- 
ſages in Mr. Peirce's Defence, contrary to the 
Senſe of the Holy Ghoſt. This tue charged him with 
in our Account, p. 4. as one reaſon of his ejethment, 
tho, in his Letter to one of the Subſcribing Mi- 
nifters, p. 17. he ſais, © Twice they defired me t0 
_« preach upon this matter; and if I gave then, - 
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* at any other time, ſuch an interpretation as they 
« thought contrary to the ſenſe of the Holy Ghoſt ; 
4 why was not this laid to my charge, and made the 
- & ground of my ejectment? I know of nothing of this 
cc nature which my enemies have fixed upon; and 
this we ſuppoſe. is the confeſſion of his faith made 
from his pulpit, Defence, p. 12. Twould have 
been ſtrange, that any paſſages in my Defence, 
written after the ejectment, ſhould have been 
made the ground of it. Tis true I did, as I 
fay in the Letter here cited, make a confeflion of 
y faith in the pulpit about this very point: but 
0 far were they from making this an article a- 
gainſt me at my ejectment, that not the leaſt 
mention was then made of it. And indeed how 
could this be made an article againſt me, when 
to this day they are not able to tell what I ſaid, 
pretending I ſpoke too faſt for the writers? Nor 
do I to this day know one paſlage I have dropt 
in the pulpit, that was objected againſt me at 
the ejectment. I am thankful for one expreſſion 
here ; I hope their diſlike of ir was not the 
reaſon of leaving out the paſlage : I mean where 
the pulpit is called bis pulpit. If it was once 
mine, as is here owned, I would gladly know 
how II came by it. I dont remember, that the 
Thirteen, or the proprietors, as ſuch, gave me 
poſſeſſion; and if it was mine by the grant of 
the people, I can't imagine how any could have 
a juſt right to take away the poſſeſſion, but thoſe 
who had a right to give it. 
My Caſe was only deſigned to give a ſhoxt 
account of what was done at the ejectment, 
. things previous to it being intended to be rela- 
ted in a larger account I had in hand. I there- 
fore did not overlook any of the facts which the 
Account brought in, as the Defence charges me 
yery diſingenuouſſy, P. 6, but waved the preſent 
TY ES cWKCCOounſideration 
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coniſideration of them, promiſing to examine 
them all in a larger hiſtory, as T have dane, 
See my Defence, p.4. 'This writer may pleaſe 
himſelf in his mean' miſrepreſenting this matter ; 
but it really expoſes him to all fair readers. 
I will again for ſhortneſs, and to avoid repeti- 
tions, refer to that account with relation to theſe 
facts, and only mention two. One fact, p. 5, is, 
tliat I ſhould ſay, ¶ could not help it, if the ſer 
pture made Chrift ſuch a God, as after the day of 
Judgment ſhould have no rule, authority, or power, 
Now I ask him, whether he can any more help 
it, than I can? Let me parallel this: A noted 
miniſter of this county, and a ringleader in our 
quarrel, being urged with the contradiction there 
was in his affertions, anſwer d: He would 
te jeave God to reconcile his own contradictions.“ 
Now what could be the meaning of my fay- 
ing, but that T could not recontie 1 Cor. xv. 
with another ſuppoſed ſcriptural affertion ? And 
what could be the meaning of his, but that he 
was not able to reconcile God's contradictions? 
And are not theſe much alike? Either then let 


us both be innocent, or both guiltx _ 
It ſeems I ſhould fay, I did not underſtand the 
oxologies. And the reafon was, becauſe I took 
them to be ſometimes nonſenſe, /as indeed that 
was which provoked me to forbid the ſinging 
them, which concluded, I remember, thus: 
Eternal honour let be done 
OO From firſt to laſt for evermore. | 
Let any underſtanding reader judge, whether I 
did ill to forbid ſuch doxologies as theſe When I 
le pretends, p. S. that my remarks upon ſome 
feu f the fact, can appear to the world 10 be no- 
ding but merr kunfon. I leave him to the world's 
. 0 ; | " 


* 


4 


(9) 


he is pleaſed to produce ſome evidence of the 
truth of what he ſays. - 

I defy him, and all his ſriends, to mention 
any one inſtance of honour, or worſhip, which the 
ſcripture directs ns to give to the Holy W 
which I have omitted. 

As to the' ſubordination in the Trinity, 1 de- 
clare I never held any other than a relative ſu- 
bordination ; nor do I conceive any other to be 
poſſible. This is what the generality of divines 
have held; if this is inconſiſtent with any thing 
they have maintained beſide, they muſt look to 
that; I pretend not that I agree with them any 
farther. than their own declarations are plain 

and expreſs; and if there is an inconſiſtence in 
their notions, "ris a ſign the evidence is the more 
clear in behalf of the notion, wherein they agree 
with me. But tis my unhappineſs to have a 
perſon write againſt me, who either does not, or 
Le not, underſtand what authors are alleged 
or. 

To ſhew chete l is eviiteinge' of my being i in ah 
error, he ſais, 7 ſtated the new notion of the: unity 
of the Godhead, which they take to be a very great 
error I am confident this would not paſs for 
evidence in any court in England, or perhaps in 
the world, except in the office of the holy inqui- 
ſition. I cant eaſt ily think all the Thirteen a- 
greed in directing the publication of this paper; 
for beſi des two who have denied it, there is one 
among them who underſtands the nature of evi- 

_ dence” too well, to approve of what is ſo care- 

 lefly written. But I ſtated no new notion, but 
the old ſcripture notion according to the beſt of 
my apprehenſion. The next ming is. anſwered 
in the larger account. 4 
Mr. Haller was produced as a witneſs, chat * 


_ Fapaganed theſe zotions. - But tho' he fails them, 
| B 7 59 =::r7 they 


Dr — - - 
= L < —_— 1 Ko l 
= wy e * 
->, * — — _ \ - 
— = — 


* — 4 * - 32333 Us 
— — Rn may 4 7 o 4 = _ 
a — "ny — wy — R - N 
_ 
o 2 — 2 

ns — 4 - PN ap r 

5 * — a4 av. S—_I=A — — Pry Sg 
—— ES ot SS yy phy — 


FE 1] 


(10). 


they are not ſatisfied. Every one ſees I am not 
cuncerned in the matter, unleſs he would abide 
by the teſtimony they pretend he gave. I leave 
it to him to anſwer, as he deſigns, for himſelf; 
tho I think twould be hard that any writer 
fhoũld be' cenſured upon the report of ſuch a 
"Writer, as the author of the Defence. 

| There being no one fact proved upon me, 
auen y it appears I had the leaſt hand in raiſin 
this controverſy, I may juſtly repeat what I laid 
cthat our righteouſueſs ſbined as the light, and our 
"Judgment as the noou-day. I pray God I may al- 
ways have as clear a conſcience in all my future 
0 1 conduct, as I have in this. 

The reaſon Why ouly tuo of the falle charged on 
my. communicants were taken notice of was, becauſe 
mo more were charged. Sec the Account, p. 7, 


hs 5 10 . firſt of theſe, ſais he, . 3 LY 
5 on one of his communicants, that he ſhould ſay, 
Tis no ſin to ſay Chriſt is but a creature. Mr. 
babe repreſents it as if it were only ſpoken once. 1 
think it Ggnifies little, whether it was ſpoken 
once only, or atterwards related again to ſuch as 
| red about; nor can I think it any defect, 
Aber I. took no notice of a circumſtance not at 
all material in itſelf, nor hinted in the Account 
in the leaſt that IJ remember. But after all his 
-expreflion was only this, That he would not 
ay he ſinned that d ſo.” He did not fay 
he did not fin ; but left the matter to be deter- 
mined by one ho is better able to judge. I 
{ſhould have eſteemed. this a ſign of a man's mo- 
bLdeſty.; I am ſorry it ſhould give ſo much offence 
to our author. I dare fay he owned the charge 
no otherwiſe than I have related: and our au- 
ther might have ſaved himſelf the trouble of 
arzuainting the world, that he owned it * 
Ys 
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ly, when, he really did it publicly, it being evi- 


dent I printed his own account. It might fave. 
us ſome words on both ſides, if our author. would 
forbear to mention things that ſignify nothing. 

The ſame perſon denies, that he ever acted 
what text there was to prove that Chriſt: was' God, 
and challenges this author to name his vouchers. . 


The too frequent uncharitableneſs of thoſe 
who have cenſured their neighbours, as in a ſtate 


of damnation, for diſagreeing with them in their 


notions, may well be thought to juſtify thoſo 
who have endeavoured to bring people to a bet- 


ter temper, by letting them know they do not 


perceive the difficulties there are in theſe con- 


trorerted ſpeculations. This was the reaſon! of 


the ſame perſon's ſaying to a Gentlewoman, He 
could ſhew her two texts of ſcripture to prove Chriſt a 
creature, that would [not make her tremble, as the 
Defence reports, but] /hock her. He neither 
named the texts, nor owned himſelf convinced: 
by them; and therefore I fee not how this is in- 
conſiſtent with his Advertiſement. I may be mi- 
ſtaken, bur yet I will not ſtick to own my per- 
ſuaſion, that Chriſt will count himſelf more 
honoured by thoſe, who endeavour to promote 
charity among all, that from a conviction of 
Chriſt's authority and ability as mediator, make 
it their endeavour to come to God by him; than 
by thoſe who cry up his perſon, as tho' he were 


the ſupreme God, and in the mean time tram 


ple under foot his great and fundamental law of 
charity. Ss | E 

There can hardly be a greater inſtance of 
baſeneſs, than what I now come to; ard that I 
may ſet it in a true light, I ſhall give the tollow- 
ing account, by which the reader may judge 
| what ſort of men we have to deal with. There 


Vas a report ſome time ago given out that Mr. 
e N Spring, . 
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Spyring, the perſon we have been ſpeaking of, 
ſhould ſay theſe words: He [Chriſt] hath no 
* more to do in heaven, than a journeyman in 
« his maſter's ſhop. ” Mr. Thomas Skinner was 
AY out to be the perſon who heard him ſay 
o. Hereupon he inquired of Mr. Sinner, who 
declared, and gave it him under his hand, that 
he never heard him ſay thoſe words, or any other 
words in any manner derogatory, or reflecting 
on our bleſſed Saviour. This Mr. Spyring thought 
himſelf obliged to publiſh as an Advertiſement 
in the Neewspaper, in his own vindication. With 
relation to this the Defence ſays, p. 10. As to 
the Certificate in the ſame Newspaper under the hand 
of Mr. Thomas Skinner, we think fit to let the 
world know, that Mr. Skinner was not privy to the 
defign of printing it, and that had his wife been ap- 
plied to (inſtead of him) ſhe could not have given 
the like certificate, All the world muſt ſee, that 
the deſign of this writer is to maintain the re- 
rt mentioned in that Advertiſement, upon 
rs. Skinner's credit; and every reader would 
xeadily take it for granted, that ſhe heard him. 
ſay the words charged, tho* her husband did not. 
Unleſs this were the deſign, nothing could be 
more maliciouſly expreſſed. When the Defence 
was publiſhed, application was made to her; 
and August 20, Mr. Sppring publiſhed an 
Advertiſement relating to it, © afluring the world 
* of Mr. Skinzer's owning the truth of the cer- 
4 tificate, and his ſigning it; and that his wife 
& (who reſented the injury done her) had vo- 
cc luntarily declared before four witneſſes, That 
* ſhe neyer heard Mr. Syring ſay any ſuch thing 
' © as he was charged with: that ſhe could have 
F ſigned the ſame certificate her husband did, 
© and that ſhe thought it but juſtice in. her hus- 
* bang to ſign it: that ſhe declared ſhe knew 
WT 5 | . & nothing 
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ce nothing of the matter, till ſhe ſawy her hus-/ 
« band's name in print, and that ſhe afterwatds: 
« talked with him about it, who affirmed, he 
« never heard Mr. Spyring ſay any ſuch thing as 


« was charged upon him. The party has been 


now tampering with that Gentlewoman again, 
and prevailed with her to ftgn a Certificate which 
they think to be in their favour, and which they 
publiſhed in an Advertiſement, dated. Auguſt 25. 
but which is really.nothing to the purpoſe. The 
Advertiſement 1s artfully worded, on purpoſe, as 
it ſhould ſeem, to delude the world; nor does it 
contradict, any one thing that was really aſſerted 
in Mr. Spyring's certificate. She ſays: © Where- 
« as Mr. John Spyring poſitively affirms, in au 
« Advertiſement, dated Auguſt 20, 1719. that 1 
© could have ſigned the ſame certificate which 
“ my husband did, I do declare to the world, 
« could not. Mer. Spyring never ſaid ſhe could 
ſign it, but that ſhe declared before four Wit- 
neſſes ſhe could; nor does ſhe thro' the Adver- 
tiſement ſay ſhe did not ſo declare, as the four 
witneſſes are poſitive ſhe did. And indeed” it 
ſeems very probable, when ſhe ſpoke before thoſe 


witneſſes, ſhe did not dream of the little ſcruple 


they have now put into her head, by reaſon of 
which ſhe is able to ſay ſhe could not have 
ſigned. To go on with the Advertiſement ': 
That which the four witnefles- propoſed” to 
me was, Whether I had heard Mr. Spyriag 
« ſpeak thoſe words concerning our Lord and 
** daviour Jeſus Chrift, mentioned in the cer- 
* tificate, That he hath no mere to*do in heaven, 
than a journeyman in his maſter's ſhop ®* To 
* this I replied, F did not. This is a clearing 
Mr. Spyring of the grand thing charged, and to 


fix the charge of which upon him was the un- 


chriſtian deſign of the Defence. Nor does "w_ 
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venture to aſſert, that this was all ſhe ſaid be- 
tore the four witneſſes, or that ſhe ſaid not what 
they affirm ſhe did. But I could by no means 
* have added, as my husband did, in the ſaid 
certificate [The queſtion is not what ſhe 
could have added after they had contrived a ſcru- 
ple for her, but what ſhe ſaid ſhe could have 
done] © that I had never heard him (viz. Mr. 
* Spyring) ſay any other words in any manner de- 
e  rogatory, or reflecting on our bleſſed Saviour; for 
* he hath in diſcourſe with me denied the equa- 
* lity of the Son to the Father, which I take to 
_ © be a derogating from my Redeemer. ” Is 
not this a fine come off, think we? The deny- 
ing the equality of the Son to the Father is 
what Mr. Spyring never deſigned to clear himſelf 
of; he owns with our Saviour, that the Father is 
greater than he, And was this all that this honeſt 
man refered to Mrs. inner for? Let the world 
judge what regard is to be paid to this man's 
confidence, when he. publiſhes ſuch an Adver- 
tiſement, and can tell the world, the authors of 
that pamphlet have kept cloſe to ſtrict and undiſguiſed 
truth, not only there, but throughout the whole De- 
fence. I am content the world ſhould judge of 
the reſt by this ſpecimen. Tis a grief of ſoul 
to me, that men who 'call themſelves chriſtians, 
can thus play with truth, in ſo important a mat- 
ter as the reputation of their fellow chriſtians. 
I thank God I know nothing of this nature, 
that Mr. Spyring, or his friends are concerned in. 
And whereas in this Advertiſement mention is 
made of his ſaying Chriſt is but a creature, and 
tis pretended this can be proved by the oaths 
of ſeveral; I cannot but take notice, that many 
of the reports picked up, and publiſhed by this 
Writer, have vouchers who are not very capable 


of relating things with much exactneſs. 2 
. for 


$.+ 


for inſtance in this very caſe, one of theſe wit- 
neſſes, I am informed, has been confronted by ſe- 
veral others, who were preſent at the ſame time; 
and when they haye related it as Mr. Spyring 
does, ſhe has anſwered, That that was the A 
thing. And tis ſo common to report things 
not in the ſpeakers words, but according to the 
hearers gloſſes and interpretations, that little re- 
gard is to be paid to many of them. 

The Defence would improve this matter gte 
me; and therefore adds: And can Mr. Peirce 
ſay, that Cod hath net made it à fin to ſay Chriſt 
1s 4 creature, or at leaſt to allow his communicants 
to ſuggeſt it: when if be is revealed to be more 
than a creature; even to be the ſupreme God, it muſt 
be blaſphemy to deny it? No doubt no man can 
make that not to be a fin, which God has made 


one: but he that do's not ſee that God has made 


a thing a ſin, cannot preſently be charged with 
blaſphemy for ſuſpendihg his judgment. And 
if I muſt give my Judgment, I muſt ſay, dont 
believe Mr. Spyring's faying any more deſerves 
to be reputed blaſphemy ;.rhan Mr. Lavingtor's 
ſaying, The Son was the Father, and the Father 
the Son; or that the Holy Ghoſt was Chriſt's 
Father; or that the divine nature of Chriſt was 
Father to his humane, and that it Vas to that 
Cbriſt prayed ; or that it was only the humane 
nature of Chriſt that was the Mediator between 
God and man, and that *tis the humane nature 
of Chriſt that ſhall judge the. world; or his vir- 
tual denial of Chriſt's being come in the fleſh, 
by his placing the union of the two natures in 
a bare relation. I dont think he would leſs de- 
ſerve to be put out of communion than Mr. 
Syring. In truth T-would have no perſon rough- 

df treated for ſuch miſtakes, as honeſt enquirers 
Eos may 
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may be liable to, for want of an expreſs and clear 
CEE... EY 
His other fact is, that ſeveral of my communi- 
cants, at leaſt four, denied the Holy Ghoſt to be God 
at all. When I wrote my Defence, I knew the 
name of one only who was fo charged; and cir- 
cumſtances convinced me the charge was falſe. 
J have ſince heard of two more, who both deny 
it; and I ſuppoſe there is as little reaſon to be- 
lieve it of the fourth, if he were known, as of 
any of the reſt. They who will ſpread falſe ſto- 
Ties of one. perſon, as tis manifeſt is the caſe as 
to one. of the four, will not ſtick to do it with 
regard to others. And he muſt give me leave to 
be the more incredulous, becauſe I am ſure of 
the falſehood of the reports his party have con- 
ently ſpread far and near concerning my 
But now ſuppoſing both ' theſe facts of my 
communicants to be true, what can they ſignify 
to the ejectment? if thoſe in communion ſaid 
any thing amiſs, could I rake any notice of it, 
before it was in an orderly: way laid befere me, 
and made. out by ſubſtantial witneſſes? Nay, - 
Was not this as good a reaſon for Mr. Lavington s, 
as for Mr. Hallets and my ejectment? Were they 
not as much his. communicants as ours? And 
Vas it not a wonderful tenderneſs. for perſons - 
to leave us, and run to communicate in the place, 
where the perſons molt complain'd of uſed to 
. 5 . 
He ſays, *Tis my opiaion that communion 
. ought not to be laid on what men believe, but ouly 
on their converſations. I never was of any ſuch 
opinion, but always thought the denial of ſuch 
articles as the being of a God, that Jeſus is the 
Chriſt, his reſurrection, and the reſürrection of 
the dead, were ſufficient grounds of refuſing 
T1 N porſons 
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perſons chriſtian communion, let their cohver- 
lations be ever ſo exact; and the like T ſay of 
any thing elſe, the belief of which the ſcriprure 
makes eſſential to a chriſtian. Shall I believe 
ſuch reporters concerning others, when I am 
- ſure I have always inſiſted upon it, that there 
muſt neceffarily be ſome fundamentals of the 
chriſtian religion, and have on all occaſions urged ' 
the practice of St. Paul in rejecting Hymenens, as 
an evidence that men may be rejected for their” 
opinions? But I will freely own that the fun- 
damentals of the chriſt ian religion ſeem to me to 
be very few, and to be all compriſed in the 
common Creed. It is likewiſe my opinion, that 
all chriſtian communions ſhould be ſo large, as 
to take in all thoſe who profeſs to believe thoſe 
articles (with an exception alſo for one or two 
dark ones) and who cannot be charg'd with aſſert- 
ing any thing contrary to them, or with any 
immorality. And with all ſuch, let them be 
of, What party or denomination they will, tho? 
they ſhould believe neither the Athanaſian, nor 
the Nicene Creed, I profeſs my ſelf ready to hold 
_ chriſtian communion. * + © n 
Let the world judge, whether the things I 
I have conſidered are better than the-tattle of 
children, or were worthy to be taken notice 
of; and by theſe let the reſt be judg'd of till the 
larger account can appear. r 


JI come now to his third head of Di ſcourſe, 
wherein he undertakes to juſtify the Proprietors 
and the Committee (as he calls them) and o 
anſwer my ob jectious with reference to them. And 
when he is able to do this, he need not be aſna- 
med to put his name to his piecttde. 
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I charged the proprietors with a notorious - 
act of injuſtice. He apprehends the reaſons up- 

on which' I found this charge are, 1. That the 
houſe war the people's right aud, 2. That the pro- 
prietors did act herein without the couſeat aud con- 
currence of the people. I have all, along infiſted 
upon both theſe reaſons, tho* the Account pre- 
tended only to conteſt the latter. I aſſerted the 
former in my Caſe, p. 15. And as ſoon as 

it appeared, the talk ran among the party, 
that it ſhould be proved the houſe was ab- 
ſolutely the proprietors, and that the people 

had no right at all; juſt as this writer. now 
pretends in the Defence. One of their friends 

endeavour'd to pump me, and to diſcover the 
evidence I had to produce for my aſſertion, 
that the houſe belong d to the people. And as 
Las deſirous that they might not expoſe 
themſelves, by denying a thing ſo very 2 3 
I- was not ſhy of intorming him, who ſeemed 


_ ſatisfied with what, I offered: and this I verily 


believe prevented their calling the people's right 
in queſtion. in the Acccazt. Nay it is there 
expreſly aſſerted; for when I had ſuggeſt- 
ed, :-Caſe, p. 16. That they who were 
ce Hiſſatisfied ſhould, have withdrawn from us, 
cc and gone Where they liked better; the 
Acequnt; anſwers me thus, p. 19. Hie would have 
had at leaſt five parts in fix to haue Lone out of 
a houſe which was their own. This 1s an ex- 


preſs acnowledgment, that the houſe. was the 


piles; whereas now. he. inſiſts upon it, That 
the houſe is abſolutely and, eatively the right of the 
proprietors. - And yet he would have the world 
believe, that in both papers he Feeps cloſe to 


ſtrict and undiſguiſed truth. Can theſe contra- 


dictory aſſertions be both of them tric? and 
43 J 83 undiſguiſed 
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undiſguiſed truth? I would beg this writer, if 
he has the leaſt degree of ſincerity left, to in- 
form me, how his heart came to fail him in 
writing the Account; and why he did not then, 
inſtead of granting, deny the peoples right, and 
produce his evidences againſt it? Have they now 
any more force in them, than they had at that time? 
If he was aſhamed then to produce them, why 
ſhould he not be ſo (till? Is it not the true reaſon of 
his thus changing his note, that he finds upon trial 
made, that he cannot defend his cauſe, if the 
right of the people to the houſe be allowed? I 
hope all equitable judges will obſerve how fu- 
ſpicious this looks, and judge whether *tis not 
probable, that this writer was once convinced 
in his conſcience, that nothing could be fairly 
ſaid againſt the right of the people; and when 
they have examined what he now offers on this 
head, I leave them to judge farther, whether it 
does not ſeem probable, that the ſame convic- 
tion may really abide fill, in a conſcience which 
from other parts of the Defence does not appear 
to be over nice tand ſcrupulous, except it be in 
points of orthodo yy. ; 
I ſhall now examine fairly what he has to ſay 
againſt the peoples right to the houſe. Mie reply, 
ſais he, p. 11. That the houſe is abſolutely and intirely 
the right of the proprietors, and was never intruſted 
' with them by the people. That it is the proprie- 
tors in the eye of the law, I always granted; 
but that it is not ſo according to equity, will 
appear preſently. People do not uſe formally to 
intruſt proprietors with a meeting-houſe ; but, 
for ought I can learn, twas as much done here, 
as tis uſually in other places. The uſual way 
is for ſome to be purchaſers, or to have the pro- 
perty lodged in them for form ſake; and the 


\ 


== * 
2 5 
*%%p o 
— 


. 3 cn 
\ —_ NE \ * _— 
- — —— — — — = l on = » 1, y * 
— x —— ——˖ •— — »ͤiU»«?ꝰͤèñ˙6 „ 
— — — — — — . — — nn 3 
R 


= a> 


ö + 
_ 

8 
"if 
* U 

bd 1 
40 

y *& 
3 v 
1 . 
LT 
3 -# 
1 ? 
s .j 
19 "Sq 
[ I 
#4 
# i 
- 44 
5 
. 
4 ix 
T1 97 
19 
67 
1 WI 
1 
I 
1. 
= 
J 11 
| 24 
# 
\ $3 
** 

4 

* 

1 

15 

4 

1 

\- 
$ 
4 
% 


bras, at all hinder their lodging 3 truſf un 


(20) 


only truſt the body of the people lodge in 
tlem is, by paying in their money towards the 
charge. And that is truſt enough, eſpecially if 
we ſuppoſe proprietors in other places inclined to 
act like ours. e 

It was contrated for at firſt by Mr. Andrew 
Jeffery, Mr. William Pool, and Mr. John Laving- 
ton, who did it of their own inclination, and not 
from any order, defire, or requeſt of the people's, and 
deſigned the houſe ſo as it might eaſily make two dwel- 
lings, in caſe the liberty ſhould not have continued. 
Very well ; and had they made two dwellings of 
it, or had they built it at their own charge, no 
one would have conteſted their abſolute and in- 
tire right to it. But his next words ſhew this 
was not the caſe. There were indeed ſome other 
perſons who contributed five pounds each, after it was 


far on in building, which contributions did not amount 


to one half of the charge. I would requeſt this 
writer here to anſwer me honeſtly a few queſti- 
ons, Does he believe in his conſcience, that 
theſe fiye pounds were deſigned by the contri- 
butors, as ſo many free gifts to the proprietors, 
to increaſe their eſtates ? or that the proprietors 
ſa received them? Does he not rather think, 
they both underſtood them to be contributions, 
toward the building a place of worſhip, to be 
uſed by the body of the people, who ſhould allo, 


according to the univerſal cuſtom of the Diſſen- 


ters, and all the laws of equity, have the choice 


of the miniſters who ſhould officiate therein? 


Does he think, if the houſe is now clear, the 
original charge being paid off, as is probably the 
caſe, the proprietors can honeſtly put into their 
own pockets, what they now make of the houſe? 
Would the contributors not making a formal 
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the proprietors ? : Nay, does not this neceſſaril 

be 3 greater wg to be lodged in 8 
Does he think the proprietors reckoned the peo- 
ple obliged to them for it as a favour, when they 
left them to chooſe the Miniſters who ſhould 
officiate there? Or does he not rather believe, 
they thought they herein left them the enjoyment 
of their own juſt right? Certainly every one muſt 
ſee the diſingenuity of this writer, and the in- 
juſtice of the proprietors. | 2 

But that I may ſet this matter in the cleareſt 
light, I will tranſcribe the receipt which one of 
the original proprietors gave to a contributor, 
leaving out only the contributor's name, which 
is of no moment. Thus then it ſtands in the 
original I have now before me. | 5 
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Exon, Jan. 3, 1688-9. _ 
Underwritten do acknowledge to have received of 

Mr. N. N. the ſum of five pounds, toward the 
building of the new meeting-houſe commonly called ; 
S. James, which J do hereby oblige my ſelf - that if 
it come to be converted to any other uſe then now it 

i, that I will pay, or cauſe to be paid, to the ſaid 
Mr. N. N. his due proportion, according with others 

that pay the ſame value. Witneſs my hand, 

| | ohn Lavington. 
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From this receipt *cis evident the contributors 

lodged a truſt in the proprietors, by paying in 

their money to them, for the building a meeting- 

houſe, for publick uſe; and that their right to ; 
the houſe was underſtood to continue till the 
houſe ſhould be converted to another uſe, that 1 
is as long as the liberty ſhould continue, Which HH 
was then thought to be precarious; and in caſe - vn 
of the liberty's ceaſing, and the houſe's being 
Ef We: Dare 


(2) 
converted to another uſe, they were to loſe their 
right, upon having a juſt proportion of what 
they paid in returned to them. This manage. 
ment. ſeems to me to have been very prudent. 
It could not be juſt the proprietors ſhould be 
burthened with the charge of making the place 
fit for worſhip, and then changing it to another 
uſe, when it could not ſerve for that. It was 
"reafonable therefore that when ſuch a change 
became neceſſary, the houſe, ſhould be valued to 
them only according to the nſe it would then 
- ſerve for, and the extraordinary charge ſhould be 
« defrayed by the people, whoſe accommodation 
alone was deſigned: and accordingly it was e- 
quitable the proprietors ſhould, in this caſe, make 
a a deduction for the extraordinary charges out of 
the contributions, and refund only the remainder 
to the contributors. And this ſhews the reaſon, 
Why the people were not at firſt at the whole 
charge. The proprietors were ſecute of a good 
part of the charge, if the hauſe ſhould be left 
upon their hands; and their buſineſs was only 
to ſecure themſelves from any damage as to the 
"reſt: and provided they were ſecure, the leſs 
they received from the contributors, the lighter 
they made the burthen to them, and the houſe 
in time would bring in what was wanting in the 
firſt expence. The original. proprietors, acting 
like wiſe and honeſt men, did not ſeck to inlarge 
' their truſt, but made it as eaſy to the people as 
they could, and therefore refuſed many leſſer 
7 ſums, which they might, as I am intormed, 
have received of the people. So that there is 
nothing in this paragraph, that in the leaſt wen- 
kens my aſſertion, or ſupports my adverlary's. 
I go on to the next: 5 


Aud 


—— 

And Mr. Lavington dying, the leaſes were by the 
couſent of Mr. Jeffery made to Mr. Pool and Mrs. 
Leringion, and afier Mr, Pools deeaſe, Mes. La- 
vington aſſigned the ſame to the preſent propricters, 
under the ſame. rents ſhe was liable tu. Theſe ſub- 
ſequent changes and aſſignments could not make 
the leaſt, alteration in the nature of the thing, 
And if the original proprietors. had no other 
right than what is before declared, they could 
not convey. a greater to the preſent, than they 
had themſelves. And no doubt Mrs, Lavington 


alligned the leaſes, not only under the ſame rents 


ſhe was liable to, but likewiſe for the ſame uſes 
they ſerved for before. He proceeds: Noze of 
the people euer entred into any articles of truſt with. 
the proprietors, | The greater then, as I ſaid, was 


the truſt they. lodged in them. But the receipts . 


they, gave ſhew it was in the. nature of a truſt. 
Kiba the firſt uamed proprietors were at the chief. 
expeuce : I have, accounted for that already. and 


; 


tle preſeue ſtand, obliged to pay the go ron, is fir, 


Pain, maiutain, and repair the premiſes, and at the 
eud f the term ta deliver it up to the laudſord in 
gad repair ; and ſhoald it have been. pulled dowy,. as ; 
nat, long fiuce was, threatued, . or au] other accident , 
have happeaed to, it, as fire, or tempeſt, the proprietors, 
lad not the leaſt remedy, on any of the people for con- 
tributions towards repairing it. All that he can 
make. of . is, that, as the people truſted the 
proprietors honeſty, When they paid in their 
money to them; ſo here the proprietors truſted 
the honeſty of the people, who would. not have 
dealt honeſtly in my judgment, if they had left 
the burthen upon the proprietors in the caſe of 
any ſuch accident. I dare ſay, the proprietors 
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will not warragt this writer to aſſure the people, 


that they would expect nothing 8 
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due from them, if any ſuch thing ſhould happen; 
and yer I ſee no reaſon the people have to be at 
one penny expence, ſuppoſing they have no right b 
r ee | 
"1 muſt add here, that this truſt has continual- 
ly increaſed in the proprietors hands; for as the 
houſe has been continually more and more pay- 
ing off the expence the firſt proprietors were at, 
the ſinking of that debt has more and more in- 
larged the people's right, and conſequently great- 
ned the truſt they repoſe in the proprietors. 
We are told, p. 12. T Mr. Pool is mentioned as 
one of the proprietors, yet was he not at any expence, 
the preſent proprietors having refunded his executors 
both principle aud intereſt. As this writer is againſt 
diſguifing truth, if we may take his own word, 
T think twill be very proper for him to let the 
world know, whether the other original proprie- 
tors have not been refunded whatever they infiſt- 
ed on, and did not voluntarily give toward the 
charge. According to his way of repreſenting. 
things, people who know nothing of the matter, 
would be ready to imagine, that the-proprietors 
being at firſt at above half the charge, had ne- 
ver received ' any part of their expences, Mr. 
Pool only excepted. But J am perfuaded this 
account, and the fetting ſuch a mark of diſtinction 
upon Mr. Pool, are not very honourable. And 
it they will lay before the world a fair ſtate of 
their accounts, I am apt to think-all the expence, 
or very near all, has by this time been paid by 
the people. Let the reader judge by this cir- 
cumſtance: About ten years ago a friend of 
mine would have purchaſed room ta build a ſeat, 
but was anſwered. that the charge of the meet- 
ing-houſe that remained unpaid, was but about 
twelve pounds, and therefore the a” =. 
7 olve 
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. ſolved to ſell no more: and ſince my coming 
they made one family pay the exorbitant price 


of ten pounds for a ſeat. And if the whole 


debt is paid off, I cannot imagine how they can 
be looked upon as any other than truſtees ; of 
how the intire right can be ſaid to be in any, but 
the people, according to equity. But when their 
accounts are produced, this may be better un- 
derſtood. 1 | | 

And *tis to be conſidered, that of all thoſe who, 
as executors or adminiſtrators, repreſent the contribu- 
tors to the building, there are but four that are gone 
off with Mr. Peirce and Mr. Hallet, whoſe families 
have enjoyed ſeats in the ſame for 30 years, or (and] 
might have done ſo ſtill ; which undoubtedly was all 
that was defired, or intended. Tis nothing to 
the pupoſe, whether they were many or few; 
they had certainly a right, with the reſt of the 


people, to vote in this affair of diſpoling of the 


| houſe. And not only had the repreſenters of the 


firſt contributors this right, but likewiſe all thoſe, 


who have ſince been helping to pay off the debt 
at firſt left upon the houſe. Nay I will add, 
that as by agreement the choice of a miniſter 
belonged to the three congregations, and I was 
choſen unanimouſly by all, not only thoſe who 
met uſually at the meeting-houſe we have hi- 
therto been treating of, but thoſe who met at 
the other two, had an equal right to vote in this 
caſe ; and therefore tis not fair in him to conſi- 
der only whar families lett one houſe, as he does 
in the next paragraph. He ought likewiſe to 
have conſidered, that to have ſeats in the houſe 
was not all that the contributors deſired, or in- 
tended; but it was, that they might have ſeats 


there to fit under a miniſtry of their own choo- 


ling, and not to be impoſed upon by four pro- 
| : D prietors. 
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prietors. If they could have been eaſy under 
impoſitions, they might have had ſeats elſewhere 
at a cheaper rate. The proprietors would reck- 
on it poor conſolation, if any one arbitrarily 
aſſumed an authority of laying a burden upon 
their eſtates, and ſhould then tell them, their 
families had enjoyed their eſtates 30 years, and 


: might do ſo {till, under ſuch an impoſition, and 


that this was all that was deſired, or intended; 
and yet there would be as much juſtice in the 


one caſe, as the other. | 


In the next paragraph he ſais : There were but 
three families, who went off with Mr. Pierce and 
Mr. Hallet, who had purchaſed ſeats of the preſent 
proprietors, theſe have ſold their ſeats again, to which 
the proprietors conſented. What ſignifies it whether 
they purchaſed them of the preſent proprietors 
or not? J have ſhewn already, that the right was 
not only in' them. He ought too to have ob- 
ſerved, the proprietors were never accuſed of in- 
juſtice for letting the purchaſers ſell their ſeats, 
but for not letting them keep them and their 
undoubted right together. Now unleſs he has 
ſomewhat to anſwer to that, he had better let 
the whole matter alone; for his unskilful attempt 
to heal his cauſe, only makes the wound the 
worſe. : | | 

"Bur there is a farther aggravation of the uſage - 
we met with, of which J gave a hint, Defence, 
P. 20. tho our author cares not to take notice 
of it. When an unhappy diviſion ariſes in any 
church, I make no doubt the people have a right 
to determine by a fair vote, whether a miniſter 
ſhall continue to officiate among them: and in 
caſe the controverſy is concerning the people's 
holding communion with one another, as well as 


with their miniſter, and the diviſion proceeds to 


' al 


* : — 
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an actual ſeparation, the major ; 3 


matter is fairly carried by a vote, may claim the 
place of worſhip, and expect the leſſer part ſhould 


worſhip elſewhere. But yet even in this caſe, 
they ought to uſe conſcience, and act like. chri-, 


ſtians; and as by forcing them to depart they 
put them under the hardſhip of a new charge, 
to provide themſelves with another place of Wor- 
ſhip, they ought to give them ſome convenient 
warning, and be helpful to them, and make the 
parting as eaſy as they can. Tis unchriſtian, 
and even inhuman, to diſtreſs ſuch as we are net 
ſat N to join with in worſhip,” and to do all 
we can to hinder them from having any place or 
conveniency at all to worſhip, God. And the 
caſe is yet more plain, if the leſſer part are free 
to join with the greater, and the greater only 
object againſt the leſſer, and forcibly drive them 
out from them. They herein conſult only their 
- own eaſe, and therefore ſhould act with much 
tenderneſs toward their fellow chriſtians, and: 
lighten the burthen they lay upon them as much 
as they can. But inſtead of that, we have met 
with nothing but the directly contrary treat- 
ment. Altho' the controverſy had been ſo long 
afoot, yet no warning is given us to provide our 
ſelves in any. convenient time; but all the little 
art and tricking is uſed to prevent our having 
any place at all. The actors in this affair can- 
not think we are ſo ſtupid, as not to have per- 
ceived hat their deſign was in keeping us ſo 
long in ſuſpence, after the keys were taken up by 
the four proprietors; or by what means we were 
prevented, when we might otherwiſe much ſooner 
have obtained a fit place to build upon. Will 
their conſciences never reproach them for theſe 
things? Will they never be able to imagine 

2 them» 
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the author of the Account comes to reply, p. 18. 


(28). 


themſelves in our circumſtances, and conſider 
how they ſhould then have been willing to be 
dealt with? Is all ſenſe of cur Saviour's law 


obliterated by a pretended zeal for his honour? 


- Had the two contending parties been only of 
one congregation, having only one common place 
of worſhip, the uſage we met with had been 
hard, but as it was in our caſe it 'was much 
worſe. - We were three united congregations, 
and had three places of worſhip in common; and 
it had been caſy for thoſe who reſolved to break 
eommunion, to have accommodated their bre- 
thren. The three places of worſhip would hold 
us all, and ſuppoſing we were, according to their 
own way of computing, about a fifth part of 
the whole body, one of the lefler places would 
not have exceeded our proportion. Ought they 
not then to have yielded us one of theſe ? Let 
any impartial perſon judge in this caſe; and 
whether our author had any reaſon, p. 12. to 
hope it will appear to the world, that what the proprie- 
tors have done in this whole affair, hath been conſiſtent 
with the (tricteſt rules of juſtice. LI O42 450 
He next proceeds to the other ground of my 
charge of injuſtice. Bat ſbould it be granted that 
the houſe was lodged in the proprietors as a truſt, yes 
we think it a full anſwer to what he farther alleges, 
that the proprietors aud committee had abundant rea- 
on to conclude, as we declare in our Account, p. 12. 
that they knew, and were well afſured, that thoſe that 
love the truth (the truth theſe contended for) would bs 
of their mind iu the main, and tho acting for them- 
felves; yet were fully perſuaded that the people would 
concur with them herein. I wiſh this writer had 
uſed a little more {ſincerity in his dealing. I 
ſpoke very pla inly in my Caſe, p. 15, 16, 17. When 


he 


— 


(29) 


he chooſes not to ſet down my words fairly (for 
an obvious reaſon) but dreſſes up an objection 
for me, in words of his own, and then makes 
what anſwer he can to it. This I complained 
of in my Defence, p. 15. and then anſwered how» 
ever all that he alleged. And now when he 
comes to defend the Account, he hardly takes no- 
tice of any thing of my Anſwer from p. 15. to 
p. 23. I earneſtiy requeſt the reader, who deſires 
to know the true ſtate of the queſtion in com 
between us, to read over thoſe pages in my De- 
fence; and then let him judge whether this writer 
does not ſtudiouſly avoid the true and proper 
queſtion, and whether that is not an argues 

that his conſcience told him it was not for. th 
intereſt of his cauſe to have-it examined. I have 
ſhown in thoſe pages, that mens being for or a- 
gainſt the truth, makes no alteration of their juſt 
right, and that the expreſſion, which is here re-: 
ated, is an impertinence, as it amounts to no 
more than this, That they were well aſſured 
that they that were of their mind, would be ef 
their mind in the main; which it ſeems is not 
ridiculous enough for this writer to be aſha- 
med of. I have obſerved how) unreaſonable 
*rwas for the proprietors to take it for granted, 
that they only were the lovers of truth, or that 
their opinion muſt needs be the truth; and that 
were the truth ever ſo certainly on their ſide, 
yet the affair of the ejectment ought to have 
been managed by the vote. He has his rea- 
ſons, without doubt, for paſſing over theſe and 
many other things; but why © ſhould he again 
with ſo much confidence repeat an aſſertion, 
which he will not vouchſafe to defend; unleſs 
he has a mind to convince the wortd, that his 
greateſt improvement is owing to his converſa- 
| | | | tion 
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ion with weak women and children, whoſe cu- 
ME his r 
Well, ſince he ſhuns the proper queſtion, I 
Mill ſubmit to my fate, and bear the drudgery 


r | the hing J he 1s pleas'd to offer, 
Juch as they are. He will now give the reaſons 


why the proprietors. were perſuaded, . that they 
who loved the truth would concur with them, 1 
will beſtow a remark or two upon his deſign 
OO OE ag te, 
, This ſeems an acknowledgement that the 
people had a right: or elſe, what, occaſion was 
there for the, praprigers to. conſider, whether the 
people, would concur. with them or not ? 2. A 
chumprion. of, A concurrence will not juſtify 
thei act, but the actual and fair concurrence 
of the majority, not of thoſe of. their own opi- 
nion, but of the whole body of the voters. 

1 den will ſubſtitute a preſumption of a con- 
currence, inſtead of the concurrence it ſelf, they 
bid Fair to, drive, all juſtice our of che nation. 
A. judge, at this rate, may condemn a man 
without ab upon a preſumption of the con- 
currence of thoſe that love juſtice : a king, may 
raiſe money without a eee ® Ie 
ſumption that thoſe Who love their king and 
country, would be ready to concur in granting 
it. I hope thoſe, who juſtify our proprietors, 
will never more condemn King Charles I. upon 


* — 


the account of ſhip- money. I inſiſt upon it, 
that an actual and fair concurrence. of the vo- 
bes was necllry_2o.make our cjectment = jul 
act; and ſince this was wanting, the ejectment 
mult be an unjuſt act: and the proprietors 
being no more, as I have ſhewn, than truſtees, 
hey had no more right to act upon ſuch. a 


they had no more = lu 
preſumption as they did, than any other _ 


-_— 1 
f 3 I | | ; 


of the people. 3. In fact tis evident the pro- 
prietors did not act upon any ſuch preſumption, 
but one of them plainly enough declared the 
contrary. Witneſs what I ſay in my Caſe p. 15. 
It being moved [viz. to one of the proprie- 
tors, after they had taken up the keys of the, 
houſe, ] that the people ought to determine 
« the matter; he ſaid, There might be a ma- 
« jority made perhaps by the ſmall payers, and 
« they were reſolved upon having the place and 
«© miniſters they liked, let the majority be ever 
« ſo much againſt them.” By this, which has 
never been denied or palliated in the leaſt, it 
appears they did not act even upon ſuch a poor 
preſumption.  _ 5 „ 
Now let us hear his reaſons. 2 70 
1. Many left Mr. Ps and Mr. His communion, 
and withdrew their attendance from any of their admini- 
ſtrationt. Several went off to the eſtabliſhed church, and 
others attended thoſe miniſters who they were ſatis fied. 
were ſound in the faith. I anſwer, thoſe who with- 
drew, and had according to the received cuſtom. 
a right to vote, were comparatively few: and 
had not I on the other hand diſcouraged others 
from leaving their places, and coming after me, 
the comers might then perhaps have been as ma- 
ny as. the goers. And if this and the follow- 
ing reaſons were ſo ſatisfactory, how came there 
to be ſuch a mighty concern about the get- 
ting the moſt popular preachers in our room, for 
fear the people ſhould go after their former 
miniſters? This has been given out as the rea- 
ſon of the delay there has been in chooſing, 
and is perhaps the reaſon why they have in the. 
mean time picked the country round to fill our 
pulpit. rather than let Mr. Lavington preach there 
on the Lord's days. But how unreaſonable is 
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it to urge againſt. us, that ſome went off to the 
eſtabliſh'd church; ſince ſome that ſaid with 
them have done the ſame ſince the ejectment? 
If this then be of any moment, they may try - 
their project a ſecond time, and make an eject- 
ment of the reſt of their miniſters. , 
2. Not only thoſe who abſented themſelves from 
the places where they «fficiated, but even ſuch as 
did not follow their example yet joined with them 
in their complaint of uneaſineſs, and it was the cry 
of multitudes, When ſhall things be righted ? When 
ſhall we have other miniſters * Conſidering how 
induſtrious ſome were to teach others their leſ- 
ſon, tis not unlikely there might be ſome who 
talk'd after this rate; but that this could be 
the cry of multitudes, who had any right to 
vote in the caſe, does not ſeem probable to me, 
becauſe I never heard of it before I ſaw this 
Defence : and the liberty this writer takes in 
other things, does not much incline me to de- 
pend upon his bare word. And if this amount- 
ed to ſuch an evidence as is pretended, why 
were the proprietors apprehenſive the majority 
might be for us ?_ It follows: Many withdrew 
their ſubſcriptions, or paid but a ſmall matter to pre- 
ſerve their right of voting. I am glad I have now 
his word for this mean trick of many of his 
friends: Will the cauſe juſtify this too? Was 
there no injuſtice in this? Does he not know | 
what promiſe was made at my coming? Had I 
not a right to its being made good, till I was 
fairly diſcarded ? Where then was the juſtice of 
theſe perſons withdrawing, and making the pro- 
_ mile ineffectual ? | 
3. That on Friday the 6th of March, before the 
ejeciment, the committee met, and examined the lift | 
of their ſubſcribers, and found but thirty three * 
| | they 
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they. were ſatisfied would adhere to the miniſtry of ' 

Mr. Hallet and Mr. Peirce, upon a ſeparation. 
is this writer's unhappineſs that What he al- 

leges for one purpoſe, many times ſerves the di- 

realy contrary. This very thing betrays the 

more injuſtice in the ejectment; becauſe the 
queſtion ought not to have been, who would 
adhere to us upon a ſeparation, but who would 

be for a ſeparation. I was always of the mind, 

many would have voted againſt a ſeparation, 

who. would-not adhere to us upon one. But it 
ſeems the Gentlemen only conſider d who would 
adhere to us upon a ſeparation, and when they 
apprehended their number to be ſmall, they re- 
ſolv'd upon making a ſeparation, tho” they doubt- 

ed whether they could have carried it for a ſepa- 

ration. And does this evidence the juſtice f 

%% ITE 

14 Their fourth reaſon, p. 13. is in ſhort, That 

above an hundred of the payers figned a. paper, de- 

claring their reſolution to adhere to the chriſtian faith, 
and doftrine of the Trinity ats delivered in the Aſſem- 

Bly's catechiſm. I anſwer, 1. That tis poſſible 

all theſe payers might not be, according to re- 

ceived: NY] 6k voters; for women are not, and 
yet tis ſaid the paper was. offer'd to ſuch. 

2. That all this was done after they had 
ſlur'd us, by the unrighteous and mean trick 
of ſhutting the doors of one meeting houſe 
againſt us, 3. That whether perſons would ad- 


wt 


here to the doctrine of the catechiſm, was entire- 
ly different from the proper queſtion, whether we 
Jhoulg be ejected. .. 4. That tis certain ſome 
Who" were for adhering to the catechiſm, were 

_ againſt our ejectment; which can't appear ſtrange, 
-conlidering we did. our duty faithfully, and 
meddled not with the 13. of the catechiſw. 
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ingenuous policy in ſuch e tlie worſe 
n 

ur author goes on: That when on Wedneſ- 

day the 11th of March, Mr. Hatlet and Mr. 

Peirce ſent what Mr. Peirce calls à fair ſum- 

mons indifferently 10 all the ſubſcribers, they 

Ka. could not by all their mean arts aud tricking get 
2 _.., together above thirty one perſons (according to infor- 
mation from two that were preſent) : I can tru- 
| * Hy ſay they ſeem d conſiderably more to me, and 
1 upon a ſlight recollection, when I came to con- 


ſider this, I could recover the names of more, 
= who to the beſt of my remembrance were pre- 
= fent. Bur ſuppoſing, tho* I dont believe it, that 
= no more were preſent than are pretended; yet 


fince the ſummons was fair, and this Writer has 
nothing to ſay to prove the'contrary, the meeting 


| was to be eſteem'd a general one, notwithſtanding 
; the abſence of any who might be aſhamed to _ 
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what was to be ſaid againſt their proceedings. It 
is according to the rules of all ſuch bodies, that 
when a fair ſummons is ſent, thoſe that meer, 
tho a ſmall number, may form refolutions Tor 
the whole. The reſolutions of our Houſe of 
Commons are not the leſs valid for the abſence 
of ſix parts of the members, when the ſeventh 
meet according to due order. 5 

But I would requeſt this writer to explain 
what he here means by our mean arts and tricking. 
The reader cannot but have obſerved how theſe 
things have run thro', I may ſay, almoſt every 
part of the management againſt us, that has 
hitherto come under conſideration. Is it 
not then a little hard that he ſhould endea- 
your to fix upon us the diſgrace. of that, from 
which. his own cauſe has reap'd in a manner 
all its, advantages? I can truly 5 T abhor 
all mean arts and tricking ; and defy him, and 
all his abetters, to tax me fairly with any one; 
and in the preſent caſe, I think there could be 
no mean art or tricking uſed, without my being 
privy to it, as I declare I am to none. All 
that was done, that I know of, was this, that 
one or two perſons were employed to go round 
indifferently to all ſubſcribers, in Mr. Halet's 
and my name, to deſire them to give us a meet- 
ing, Is there any, ſhadow ot mean art or trick- 
ing in this? If our author knows of any thing 
more, let him tell the world what it is: and it 
he cannot, I think he ought to paſs for a re- 

viler and ſlanderer of his innocent neighbours, 
in which J would have him conſider no ortho- 
doxy will be ſuſſicient to juſtify him. And 
what does he think of the condud of his friends 
on this occaſion ? We wanted a convenient 
place, to which we ſhould ſummon the people,and 
a 3 * * ELLIS . E 2 Ae. n7 © civitly 
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civilly deſired of one of the proprietors of the little 


meeting houſe the uſe of it upon that occaſion, 


when no other uſe was made of it; but this, 
as poor a matter as it was, after ſome ſhuffling 
anſwers, was denied us (meanly enough, I think) 
and we were forced to meet in a private 
— - WG | F 
He adds: Three of which [thoſe that met] 
were uo ſubſcribers : This may be true, for ought 
I know; as I never much enquired into the lifts 
here, or elſewhere ; there might be ſo mavy, who 
either came to ſubſcribe or give attendance. 
aud four others, as foon as they heard the miniſters 
complaint; went away, and did not coudemn our pro- 
ceedings, and approve their conduct, as Mr. Peirce ſais 
they that met them did, nemine contradicente. If 
this Gentleman did not ſo continually diſcover 


a ſpirit of contradiction, an intelligent reader 


might. imagine that he ſpeaks here, in his awk- 
ward manner, by way of confirmation. It their 
proceedings were condemn'd, and our conduct 
approv'd, none preſent teſtifying their diſſent, is 
not that the very thing I aſſerted, in my words 
which were theſe : And that arbitrarineſs 
& and injuſtice was condemned, and the mini- 
& ſters conduct approv'd, nemine contradicente? 


Did not this writer know the meaning of thoſe 


words, Which uſe has made ſo familiar to Ex- 
gliſb readers? Or is it neceſſary to tell him 
that they ſignify, no one gaiuſazing, which was 
exactly the caſe I ſpoke of? He adds: By 
this it appears, that there were but about twenty four 
ſubſcribers that did cenſure our proceedings, or ap- 
prove their conduct, of which number three have ſince 


left them. As I dont take his word for the num- 


ber he ſpeaks of, fo I doubt not that he knows 
there were ſeveral who were abſent; -who' would 
1 | $1 neither 
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neither approve their proceedings, nor cenſure 
our conduct. And I perſuade my ſelf, he will 
not eaſily procure even thoſe that have left us 
to juſtify them and condemn us; ſo that theſe 
poor ſubterfuges can add but little credit to his 
cauſe. A little modeſty, one would have thought, 
might have made this writer forbear to mention 
this, conſidering the arts that have been uſed by 
his party againſt us. We have been notoriouſly 
flander'd and revil'd, inſulted and abus'd, as we 
are ſtill in the ſtreets, and ſuch as adhered to 
us threatened with the loſs of their trade. Theſe 
muſt be own'd to be great temptations, and have 
been the arts moſt ſucceſsfully us'd againſt us : 
and one would think it to be more than humane 
rage, firſt to uſe ſuch arts, and then to inſult us 
with the ſucceſs of them, and reſent our com- 
plaining of the perſecution we have endured at 
their hands. 1 9 
But that which gave the committee and proprietors - 
intire ſatisfattion, was the meeting of at leaſt eighty 
tight of the. ſubſcribers, who all agreed in the fitneſs 
of the meaſures that had been taken. No doubt the 
Gentlemen could be eaſily ſatisfied, or this would 
have ſignified very little. And what an uncon- 
ſcionable writer is this, who pretends to anſwer 
my Defence, without taking notice of what I ſay 
to this matter? J have ſhown there, p. 18. That 
as the act was unjuſt in the doing, ſo nothing- 
fubſequent could make it become juſt ; that at 
that meeting we were by a new courſe of pro- 
ceeding accuſed and condemned, without being 
ſuffered to ſpeak for our ſelves, and without our 
friends being ſuffered to ſpeak for us; that the 
meeting was not a fair one of the body of the 
people, but a juno or cabal of ſuch as they 
expected would join with them, the ſummons 
Im . being 


being {ent only to ſuch, and not, as in juſtice it 
ought to have been, indifferently to all. Beſides, 
ſo afraid were they of having their doings expo- 
ſed. by thoſe of the other ſide, that they would 
not appoint. the meeting at the uſual place, the 
meeting-houſe, where they could not with any. 
decency. exclude any. of the people who had. 2 
right to come; but in a private. houſe, where 
they refuſed our friends admiſſion, When they 
ſent and deſired it. By theſe and other arts, too 
common at elections of members of Parliament, 
they made a prey of the people, and got them 
to ſacrifice the molt valuable right which rhe, 
Diſſenters have been ſo. long contending for. 
Beſides, they had before by their violent ejecting 
us let the poor people ſee, they were reſol ved, 
right or wrong, we ſhould: officiate where we 
uſed; no more; and ſo. they were left to chooſe 
whether they would ſubmit to their arbitrary 
power, or loſe their accuſtomed; ſeats, and be 
utterly at a loſs. for a place and conveniency for 
the worſhip of God: And as low a conſidera- 
tion as this is, there is too much reaſon to think, 
that many were influenced by it to acquieſce, 
who would not have concurred, in our ejectment, 
if it had been, as it ought, beforehand referred 
to them; and many others by theſe proceeding 
of _ neighbours. became unjuſtly 5 
gainſt us. | OL 
But tho? this meeting ſignifies nothing at all, 
yet I will not grudge to conlider the account 
— here given of it. It was, ſays he, at this meeting 
the Gentlemen. of the committee declared themſelves to 
this purpyſe : They had hopes. of putting an end to theſe 
dehates in a private way, bat were diſappointed, a; 
were now come to lay before the people what they had 
os dime; declaring they bad att: only for e . 
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and 2 any authority over them; — 
think ſufficiently acquits the committee from My. 
Peirce's charge, Def. p. 18. — Bel] 
the proprietors at all, who yet pretend te be ſa- 
tisfied by that meeting ; for they manifeſtij al- 
ſumed an authority over the people, when Wẽitk- 
out their knowledge they excluded the miniſters 
they had choſen. But to conſider this with re- 
ference to the Thirteen; hen they deſigned to 
give this account toi the ptoplePthey®'a8ed ſub- 
flely enoußt, in not Et g Wade ab chey miglit 
think had a perfect underſtariding ef che caſe, 
and were likely to oppole them. And how could 
they fay, they had hopes of putting an end 8 


ttheſe debates in a private way, when they 6a 


themſelves the only cauſes ' of the - debates 'they 
had with us? Had they not taken upon łhem to 
at at the rate they did, partly from the encou- 
ragement of the Aﬀembly in Se#rember, 1518. and 
partly from the meetings of the ſeven Advifexs, 
we ſhould have had for our parts no debates at 
fn The three miniſters debated with none ef 
the people, except it were to promote peace, 
ae qui their Hafſions : and 0 Lecctelt had 
they been in their endeavours, - that all things 
were quiet and eaſy, till a few weeks before the 
September Aﬀembly ; as is well known not only to 
Mr. Z7/ithers, but to Mr. Lauington, Who owned 
it to me. But after that Aſſembly the Thirtsen 
took upon them to raiſe a debate with che mi- 
niſters; we ſummoned not them before us, but 
they us before them; we objected nothing «inſt 
them, bur quietly diſcharged the duty & our 
places, according to the beſt of our Skill. And 
"who on were the cauſes of the difappoint- 
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In my "OI p. 17. 1 ald: 6e There is ; ſome: 
« what very aggravating in their conduct: for 
+. tho” this controverſy has been afoot theſe two 
years, yet they never once called the people 
together; but at laſt took upon them to pro- 
© ceed in ſuch a violent manner of their own 
ec heads, notwithſtanding there was an order a- 
4 greed upon at the meeting of the contriby- 
'< tors, that a meeting of them all ſhould be 
4 ſummoned once every year; to which agree- 
* ment four of the preſent thirteen ſet their 
* hands, as I have ſeen in the Inſtrument. 
Every one muſt ſee this bears hard ſomewhere ; 
and our author was ſenſible of it, and finding 
that no fair anſwer could be returned to it, he 
endeavours, in his way, to evade it. Thus he 
anſwers, p. 14. And as to the order he Speaks of in 
the ſame page, that there ſhould be a meeting of the 
: contributors once a year; he hath not made it appear, 
that this was ever agreed to by the majority, either of 
the commitiee, or the contributors. This it is for a 
man to keep. cloſe to ſtrict and undiſguiſed truth. I 
have reaſon to think, that this writer knew well 
enough that this was a reſolution of the majo- 
rity of the payers, and that becauſe he could not 
flatly diſown, he therefore endeavoured artfully 
thus to diſguiſe the truth, which he may try to 
| reconcile with his declaration in his Advertiſement. 
But as I have now the Feen before ms I 
ſhall tranſcribe It. x 


A T a "GENERAL meeting of 5 payers 10 

the maintenance of the Four presbyterian mi- 
niſters of this city of Exon, it is this third of June, 
1713, reſolved and agreed, That there be every. year, 
in the month of June, a general meeting of the body 


Afareſaid, at fuch place aud time in the month 74 
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ſaid, as, the members, of the church commonly known. 
by the name af the Thirteen ſhall appoint. 


I To this paper four of the preſent thirteen have, 
among others, ſet their hands; and if he will 
not take their word for what I aſſerted, he muſt 
have a mean opinion of them, and repreſent them 
as baſely deſigning to impoſe upon thoſe they 
retended by this means to ſatisfy. So wonder- 
fall has he help'd his friends in their diſtreſs ! 
Let the. world judge now of the fairneſs of the 
committee, as he calls them. And certainly 
never was there a vainer triumph, than what this 
writer, preſently affects: Surely tis evident Mr. 
Peirce's narrative was not deſign d ſo much for Exe- 
ter, as to impoſe on thoſe that knew nothing of our 
Fairs, and may ſatisfy the world what little reaſou 
e hath to boaſt of his veracity and honour. I think I 
have no need hitherto to fear any impartial man's 
cenſure. As to my veracity and honour, I know 
my enemies have nothing to reproach me with; 
and tho“ I have always, I hope, had a tender 
regard, as every chriſtian ought, to theſe; yet I 
have. look'd upon my {elf lately more eſpecially 
obliged to take care of them; becauſe my good 
friends, by deſtroying the reputation of my or- 
thodoxy, have deprived me of that which effec- 
tually covers many defects in theſe matters. 
This writer can hardly write a ſentence fairly 
and pertinently, and therefore he goes on in his 
uſual ſtrain : We ſubmit it alſo to the judgment of 
impartial perſons, whether after having had this gene- 
ral concurrence, there was any — y of a public 
vote. A public vote after the concurrence, or 
rather after the ejectment, was not neceſſary, 
but indeed impertinent: I inſiſt that it ſhould 
have been before the ejectment, and that the 
e | F eject- 
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ejectment ſhould have been made by it. It being 
agreed on both fidef no one would have been determir'; 
by it: What does he mean? that no one would 
have been determined by it in matters of doctrine? 
That's wide from the purpoſe ; but all on our 
ſide would, and I think all on both fides ought 
to have been ſo far determined, as to have ac- 
quieſced in what would thus have been regular! 

done by thoſe who had alone the right to do it. 
And the only uſe of that would have been to know the 
mind of the people, which hath been as effectualy done 
by the method taken, and much clamour and contention 
thereby prevented. Not a word of this 1s true. 
The only uſe of a vote was not to know the 
mind of the people, which might have 'been 
known by going and enquiring of them from 
houſe to houſe. A farther uſe of it was, 1. To 

know what their minds would be, when they 
came to hear the repreſentations made by both 
ſides of the matter they were to vote about. 
2. To make the progeedings juſt and legal ; for 
it was not the mind of the majority, but their 
mind publicly and regularly declared, that 
would juſtify the eje&ment : juſt as tis not the 
majority of the members of the Houſe of Commons 
declaring their minds unanimouſly, when they are 
\ conſulting out of the Houſe; but only their giving 
their voices openly in due time and place, that 
can give any thing the force of an act of the 
Houſe. It is again falſe that their mind (that 
is, What their mind was at the time of the eject- 
ment, as he muſt mean, if he ſpeaks to the pur- 
poſe) has been as effectually known by this me- 
thod, as it would haye been by a public vote 
then given. And laſtly, Tis not true that here- 
by much clamour and contention has been pre- 
yented ; for this would have prevented all the 
31 T diſpute 
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diſpute. that has ſince ariſen concerning the lega- 
lity of their proceedings. If he means only that 
this has prevented the people's debating with one 
another, whether the miniſters deſeryed to be 
ejected; I ſay that was a, debate which in all 


equity and conſcience ought not to have been 


prevented, before the cjectment: and *rwould be 
as juſt a defence, it a judge ſhould. condemn a 
man without hearing what was to be ſaid for or 
againſt him, and ſhould. then ſay he did it to 
prevent much clamour and contention. 
© ' Beſides, ſais he, on Mr. Peirce f own argument, 
if the proprietors have done: wrong, it is to the major 
rity ; but what pretence can there be for ſuch a_com- 
plaint, when, there is but about 34 out of 170 that 
complaingd of the leaſt injury ? This author my 
have a ſtrange defect ſomewhere, or elſe he would 
not ſo miſrepreſent my argument. Where haye 
| Lany ſuch argument as he talks of? My, argu- 

ment is, that a wrong is done to the whole body, 
and to every particular perſon who had no hand 
in the ejectment, in as much as by that act eve- 


ry one's right was invaded. Nay if the majori- 


ty of the people had concurred in the ;contri- 
vance, and not brought the matter to a fair and 
open trial, I ſhould not have ſcrupled to have 


charged the majority with doing wrong to the 


minority. And I farther charge the proprietors 
with doing wrong to the miniſters, by  ezecing 
them in ſuch an illegal and arbitrary manner. 
have now gone over all that he has {aid upon 
this head, and carefully anſwered it; I earneſtly 
deſire he will deal me the ſame . meaſure, next 
time he thinks fit to write, and not ſo ſhameful- 
ly cull out only here and there a paſſage, and 
put me off with ſhuffling anſwers. I am reſolved 
to have this affair ſet in a clear light, that I may 
OM Wann 
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either repair the ipjury by a a public achnow - 
ledgment, if I have. Mo 52 my charge; 
or elſe, = the bleſſing may bring them 
to a ſenſe of whar 1 rf N perſuaded is a 
notorious act of injuſtice, that ſo a 8 re- 
tarice m vent any ill conſequences. of 
1 T only e Yep them to conſider, if their 
conduct is ſo clear as this author preterids, how 
it comes to paſs that he, and all men of ſenſe are 
aſhamed” to ſer their names to a defence of it, 
and that ſome miniſters of their own ſide have 
not ſtuck to difapprove of it; and that the Aſ- 
ſembly in May was ſq ſh of meddling with the 
affair when it was ſtarted.” I could mention ſe- 
Veral miniſters who fabfeeibed with the Aſſem- 
bY. ' who have upon "occaſion expreſſed their 
diflike of the manner of our ejectment: I will 
oy name one; and tim the rather, "becauſe he 
e his mind fince this Defence came down, 
U mean Mr. Aber of "Tiverton, wo being in 
the city Auguſt 17. freely ſhewed his 'diflike of 
the method. taken in the ejectment, in his diſ- 
courſe with one of my friends. I mention this 
to his honour, and that the world may be ſenſi- 
ble, that tho” he Was one of the ſeven adviſers, 
by et 'tis probable he was not Wholly let into the 
ecret by the chief marrigers, however he might 
innocently be outwitred by thoſe; who cared not 
alone to bear the whole load of reproach. 1 
heartily wiſh he may be more upon his guard, 
and ſecure himſelf more honour another time. 
I come now to What he ſais in defence of the 
Pa ber ſubſcribed by ten of the thirteen.” | 
hat he alteges concerning the 2 Article in 
that Pnper, does not in the leaſt toueh my honour 
or veracity, as to the account I gave. The ac- 
culation againſt me is, that I only mentioned one 
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teſt as propoſed to us, whereas tis pretended we 
had our choice given us of four. I readily own 
that the three others were propoſed to us in a 
former conference, and that one gentleman, at 
the latter conference, gave once a general hint 
of them: if he ſais he expreſly reckoned them 
up, I will take his word; but I am ſure I acted 
honeſtly in not mentioning them in the Caſe, be- 
cauſe if he mentioned them, I either did not 
hear him. or, if I did, had abſolutely forgot it, 
when I wrote the Caſe, as to this day I am not 
able to call it to mind: and he that ſearches all 
hearts, knows that what I ſay is true. Nor 
could J have any deſign in this, ſince I always 
intended to fpeak of the other three teſts as of- 
fered; to us and rejected by us in a former con- 
ference. And it really makes no difference with 
me, whether they propoſed one teſt, or four, or 
four hundred; ſor if they are not of the beſt ſort, 
I mean ſcripture ones, I will have nothing to do 
with any of them. What I faid is not denied, 


That the great thing inſiſted on, and urged 


throꝰ the whole conference, was that article of 
< the ſeven, which was the teſt I mentioned 
in my Caſe: and becauſe I thought the other 
three were not mentioned there-expreſly, or any 
more than once hinted at in general, therefore” 

ſaid «© I had the more reaſon to think, that the 
* pretence they alleged was a mere ſhifr. It 
they, as tis pretended, agreed beforehand to of- 
fer all four, and one gentleman actually and au- 
dibly did it, I was then miſtaken in my conjec- 
ture, and it muſt be owned that this was no ſhift 
at all. I wiſh they will be as ready to do me 
222 as to the miſtakes they have been guilty 
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The ſecond article in their ſubſcribed Paper 
ran thus: He hath miſrepreſented even that which 
was ſaid, not relating it right, either as to the may- 
ner or the method in which it was . ſpoken ; and tho 
this is not very material in itſelf, yet it ſhews the 
conference is not naturally repreſented, but artfully ſet 
out to ſerve a deſign... This article which is owned 
not to be very material, ſeem d to me to be 
very odd, and inſerted only to increaſe the 
number of lines in the paper, as tho? they had 
been filling up a bill or anſwer in chancery, ra- 
ther than exhibiting articles againſt a miniſter. 
In my Defence I ſhew'd them, even from the 
goſpels; that an exact order of relation was not 
neceſſary, that I had related the conference as 
exactly as I Was able, declaring. I knew of no 
deſign that could be ſerved by the way in which 
etwas related; and withal I deſired their aſſiſt- 
ance that I might put my relation into a bet- 
ter order. See Beer, p-. 25. Certainly this 
Was fair, and deſerv'd a reply from thoſe that 
had made ſuch a complaint. And when our 
author comes to ſpeak to this, and does not 
allege any one particular objection, is it not rea- 
ſonable to ſuppoſe he knew of none, and that 
the whole article at firſt was a mere cavil? Has 
he then candour and fairneſs enough to drop this 
article? So far is he from it, that rather than 
ſeem to do ſo, he will talk of what is wholly 
foreign to the purpoſe. Notwithſtanding, ſais he, 
what he ſaith to the ſecond article, we. are aſſured 
that not one fixth part of what he repreſents in the 
Caſe, as delivered before the miniſters gave in their 
auſwer, was ſo delivered. Does he think any one 
will regard his general aſſertion, when he does 
not ſo much as name one particular inſtance, 
tho he was oblig'd to it, to make good the 
FL charge 
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charge, and tho' he was fo civilly deſir'd like- 
| wiſe to do it? And ſince intreaty will not move 
him, I now challenge him to ſhew any one thing 
put out of its natural order, ſo as to be capable 
of ſerving any ſiniſter deſign. I am perſuaded 
the order is not alter'd in any thing conſider- 
able; and the more ſo, becauſe J dare ſay, if 
he knew of any material alteration, he would 
not have failed to communicate it to the world: 
Whether any thing is inſerted which was not 
then ſpoken, belongs not to this, but to the next 
Article. et 2544, LONG! ny = 
This, which is the third, charges me with 
relating two paſlages as ſpokea at the conterence, 
which the Gentlemen ſay were not ſpoken ar 
all. Concerning this our author ſais: When 
Mr. Peirce comes to ſpeak to the third article, he in- 
fiſts upon it, he had not been guilty of that of which 
we accuſed him; whereas we are ſatisfied neither of 
thoſe two paſſages mentioned in this article, were 
liver d by him to the committee at this laſt conference. 
Their ſatisfaction weighs here very little with me; 
for as I am very ſure in one caſe, ſo circumſtan- 
ces favour me much in the other againſt their 
negative. But I will ſpeak to them, as he does, 
apart. Thus then he goes on oddly enough 
as to the Engliſh : The interlineation of ten lines; 
nothing of it was ſpoken at the conference, as the Gen- 
tlemen do teſtify, and no man more poſitive, that theſe 
words were not ſpoken there, than the very Gentleman 
Mr. Peirce appeals to pag. 26. My appeal to 
that Gentleman, was an appeal to him about 
a circumſtance in the conference, viz. whether 
his words to me, Then ue have your anſwer, did 
did not come' in upon- my ſpeaking what I 
related in the Caſe. I am the more con- 
firm'd in my perſuaſion they did, becauſe he 
gives no account himſelf, how they came in, 
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as it would have been natural for him to have 
done, had he been as ſure as he pretends in the 
matter. He goes on: And yet here he makes not 
much doubt, but he ſpake theſe words. Very true; 
and the only reaſon why I made any. doubt, was 
that I had ſpoken. them ſo often, that it was 
not eaſy, without ſome circumſtance about which 
I could be politive, to ſay whether I expreſs d 
my ſelf in thoſe words at that particular time, 
as I intended. My intention to do it, the calm- 
neſs of my mind upon the occaſion, my thoughts 
being not in the leaſt hurry, and its being ſo na- 
tural for a man to ſay what he had ſaid fo often 
before, and which may be thought to have lain 
uppermoſt; theſe things, and becauſe no other pro- 
bable account's has been yet produced of the way 
in which the ſaid Gentleman's reply came in 
ſo patly, theſe, I ſay, are circumſtances, which 
may perhaps incline others as well as my ſelf to 
believe, they who could be miſtaken in one 
caſe, may be ſo in another. Little reaſon there- 
fore had this writer for his triumph: And what 
retractations can be hoped for, from a man ſo hardy 
iu à cale, ſo fully aud plainly againſt bim? If I 
had writ like this author, I ſhould not have 
expreſſed the leaſt doubt about the matter; 
and any perſon of ingenuity would have own'd 
it was honourable in me to acknowledge I had 
the leaſt doubt, as I aſſure this writer I had 
but little; and now ſince his Defence appeared, 
have ſomewhar leſs than I had before: And here 
we cannot but remark, that he, muſt have forgot this 
when he ſaith, Def. p. 21. Tho" my repreſeatation 
was, & c. No ſuch matter; as my words {ct 
down fairly will ſnew. I am ſpeaking of their 
ejecting us without the vote of the people, and 
ſay: is upon this fact eſpecially, as {tated 0 
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« the Caſe, that I ground my charge of injuſtice 
jn the ejectment ; and tho* my repreſentation 
ix. of this fact, and the injuſtice of it] was 
C moſt ſadly complained of at firſt, yet it now 
« appears to all the world to be in every part of 
cc jt juſt and true; and they who are moſt con- 
© cerned, are not able to ſay any thing at all to 
« diſprove it. The fact and the injuſtice of it, 
are the ſame, whether theſe two paſſages were 
delivered or not. No one can imagine I pretend- 
ed they denied nothing I ſaid: I owned they 
pretended theſe two paſſages to be miſtakes, tho 
I faid they were not material, if they were 0. 
See my Defence, p. 4. And it really fignifies lit- 
tle as to the merits of the — whether I 
ſpoke this at the conference or not ; for as I had 
ſo often ſaid the ſame thing before, they knew 
well enough that was my ſentiment ; and if my 
faying it then would have render d their proceed- 
ings the more ſhameful and inexcuſable, their 
knowing it then, whether I then ſaid it or not, 
will be allow'd by all reaſonable men to have the 
ſame effect. And farther our author ought to 
have conſider d, that tis one thing for a man to 
deny a matter, and quite another for him to be 
able to diſprove tt. 20 

I come now to the other paſſage; and I am, 
as he ſais, very poſitive that I ſpake this, and ready 
to confirm it with an oath, if there ſhould be 
occaſion. - For here the circumſtances are fo 
clearly and diſtinctly remembred by me, that tis 
not poſſible I ſhould be miſtaken : and I may 
ſay my regard to truth has been ſuch, that I 
believe none that have converſed with me, will 
doubt whether I may be credited, when I am {6 
poſitive about my own words. © T remember 
„very well ( as I ſay, Def. p. 25.) I thought 
| G « they 
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< they were cloſe and reſerved in their deſigns, 
c and did not care to let us into what they were 
ce about to do; and that one end I had in ſpeak- 
« ing as I ſay I did, was to pump out of them, 
e jf poſſible, what they purpoſed to do; and as 
IJ had no anſwer from them, I really appre- 
© hended the reaſon. of that was, becauſe they 
& would avoid diſcovering their deſign. A 
man may truſt his memory with ſuch circum- 
ſtances more than ſo many negative witneſſes; 
and till I forfeit my character, I think I may ex- 
the world, and even theſe Gentlemen them- 
ſelves, ought to take my word. I have yet ano- 
ther circumſtance that renders 1t probable that 
both paſſages were then ſpoken by me; and that 
is, that thoſe to whom I made a report of the 
conference that night after I came from it, are 
_ verily perſuaded I then gave an account to them 
of my ſpeaking both. 3 
But, ſays our author, even here the Gentlemen 
are full as poſiti ve againſt him. They can only 
be poſitive they did not obſerve, or do not re- 
member my ſaying what I am poſitive I did 
ſay. And one of them particularly watch'd when he 
would make ſuch an offer, being reſolu'd #0 have ac- 
cepted it, aud was grieved that this offer was not 
cloſed with by the committee at the former conference; 
and in all probability it was his offering to leave the 
city in that former conference, made him fancy he offer d 
it in this. This is written very careleſly. I offer'd 
them not to leave the city either at this, or the 
former conference; tor I ſpoke only of my being 
laid aſide as to my miniſtry, which I did not 
think it likely I ſhould have any opportunity of 
exerciſing, provided I was laid aſide here. I did 
not think I could with a good conſcience quit 
my function by my own act; if I had * 


2 


Coy 
I could, J aſſure them I would certainly have 
done it; nor did I think the act of the Thirteen 
was ſufficient to juſtify me in laying down; but 
if the people had fairly voted that I ſhould of- 
ficiate no more among them, and would have 


continu'd in communion with one another (as _ 


I always explain'd my ſelf when people diſcours'd 
me on this head) I declare I would gladly have 
forborn preaching : but whether I would have 
left the city was quite another queſtion, My 
thoughts in this caſe were wholly upon ſome ſe- 
cular employment; but I was utterly unreſolv'd 
what to fix upon, and much more in what place, 
tho' it is not improbable I might haye choſen 
ſome other rather than this. And how can this 
author ſay, That one of them watch'd for this, and 
| refolu'd to accept it, and was griev'd that this offer 


/ was not cloſed with by the committee, at the former 


conference? Were they any of them ever reſolv'd- 
that the laying me aſide ſhould be done fairly 
by the vote of the people? Tis plain they were 
not. Were they ever reſolv'd to hold commu- 
nion with thoſe who differ d from them in doc- 
trinal matters? Does not this writer declare the 
contrary ? I make them ſtill the ſame offer be- 
fore the whole world, who ſhall judge of my 
ſincerity by my future behaviour. Let the Gen- 
tlemen find out a way to heal the breach they 
have made in ſo extraordinary a manner, and 
adjuſt matters ſo, as that notwithſtanding the 
difference of people's ſentiments, they may con- 
tinue to hold communion with one another, and 
I will engage them never to preach in the city 
again. And let it be ſeen what grief there was 
at my offer's not being accepted, by their readi- 
neſs to accept it now, ſince tis not yet too late, 
if they have but a mind to it. | 
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He proceeds to the laſt article: As to the fina! 
meſſage, Mr, Peirce in Caſe, p. 4. infinuates as if 
the Gentleman ſhould deliver it without the approbation 
of the Committee: What I ſaid was, that © ſome 
© of them declare they knew not of it.” nt 
only the ten ſubſcribers, but another of the Committee 
owns, that the Committee aſſented to the Gentleman 
giving that anſwer, which | ſufficiently authoriſed that 
Genthzman to deliver it. This is to be taken for a 
conteflion that one of the nonſubſcribing Gen- 
tlemen knew nothing of it, But J here repeat 
what I ſaid in my Defence, p. 27. © Beſide the 
« two nonſubſcribers, one of which I knew de- 
ec clared as I ſaid, I can name two of the ſub- _ 
& ſcribers who declared the ſame thing before 
e witneſſes.” I care not to expoſe them, and 
thereiore ſhall only ſay, any one that pleaſes to 
inquire, may know both theirs and the witneſſes 

names. | 2 r 

Me are agreed in our accounts of the ſub- 
ſtance of the final and parting meſſage; © That 
« it we had no more to ſay to the Gentlemen, 

* they had no more to ſay to us, Concerning 
this our author ſais, p. 16. Non can we fee what 
indecency there was in ſuch a reply, or how it was 
inconſiſtent woth their declaration of parting amica- 
bly. IT thought rudeneſs had been inconſiſtent 
with an amicable. parting. Let the world judge, 
whether this meſſage was agreeable to the rules 
of common civility to perſons of our function, 
who have had a liberal education; and are of 
ſome character in the world, who ood in ſuch 

a relation to them, and had given them n0 
other oftence, than that we would not ſubmit 
qur underſtanding to their diſcretion. Would the 
Gentleman who was ſo forward to bring this 
meſiage, have ſent a courſer to the meaneſt _— 
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ter or begger at his door? Was it perfectly de- 
cent to treat us thus in his own houſe, whi- 
ther we did not come without being ſent for? 
But whatever is thought of this, Jam content 
it ſhould paſs for the orthodox civility of Exeter, 
conſidering the uſage we have ſince commonly 
. I come now to the laſt part of our author's 
performance, his Remarks. upon ſome obſervable 
paſſages in my Defence. Iqaid there, p. 4. The 
* groſs charge of injuſtice in ejecting us is 
not denied, but only ſorrily excuſed. He ſais: 
But it is dented Account p. 3. and p. 8. If thoſe 
words are not a full and ſtrong denial of the charge of 
injuſtice in ejecting them, we know not what can be; ſo, 
unleſs Mr. Peirce will make a teſt for us to deny it 
by? I am glad theſe reſts are become ridiculous 
enough, to be the ſubject of our author's banter. 
I hope by the ſame rule, by which he here calls 
a form of my drawing up a zeſt, he will allow a. 
teſt was offered to us, tho' when he is out of 
the humour, Account, p. 11, 18. he ſeems ſorely 
diſpleaſed ,with that name. But if it was ſo 
ſtrongly denied, why was he aſhamed to ſet down 
the words? Since he has not done it, I will 
do it for him. The firſt. paſſage, p. 3. runs 
thus: It was far from our thoughts to have trou- 
bled the world with the hiſtory of our caſe, if Mr. 
Peirce had not compelled us thereto by his artificial 
endeavours to make men beleive, that he has had un- 
juſt and unfair treatment, and by his challenging 
all the world to defend it. I grant here is an un- 
willingneſs ſhown it ſhould be believed I had 
unjuſt treatment, and by this an expectation is 
| raiſed in the reader, that our author would anſwer 
the charge when he came to it. But this rather 
is to be reckoned a not owning, than a 2 5 
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ſuch a groſs charge. Let us then look to tha 
next paſſage, p. 8. (i. e. p. 12. of the London edi- 
tion) and even there he is not come to the 
point. He there gives an account of the citizens 
withdrawing from us, and then appeals to all good 
People, whether they have not dealt fairly in this mat- 

ter. Now I never charged them with injuſtice 
in withdrawing from us, but only in violently 
ſhutting us out of our pulpit, without the con-! 
ſent of the people; ſo that this paſſage is no- 
thing to the purpoſe. The proper place to look 
for the denial of this charge is, where he comes 
to ſpeak particularly to it, p. 18, 19. where we 
meet with nothing but a Fry excuſe, which 
rather looks like a conceſſion, than a denial. The 
only thing there anſwer'd ro what I ground the 
charge of injuſtice upon, that the matter ſhould 
harte been tried by a vote, is, This we acknowledge 
evontd have been n regular way, and ſuch as weſhould 
have choſen in an ordinary caſe. This is a granting: 
rhe courſe they took was irregular, which I under- 
ſtand not, unleſs it fignifies that it was contrary 
to the uſual methods of juſt proceedings in 
common caſes. e 5 
I teck notice in my Caſe, p. 10. That there 

s no attempt made to charge us with deny- 
“ing the true and proper divinity of the Son 
«of God, even in the ſenſe of the miniſters ar- 
ce ticle; ſo that we had not fair dealing in 
that reſpect. The Account took no notice of 
this, which J eſteemed a conceſſion in my De- 
fence; Our author, ir ſeems, is diſpleaſed with 
me for that, and ſays the reaſon was, becauſe 
. they thought it impertinent. Let the world judge, 
F have ſhewn in my Letter to a ſubſeribing miniſter, 
5. 30, &c. That all proceedings againſt mini- 
ers ought to be by witneſſes, and not by an in- 
e181 quiſition 


. 
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quiſition; and therefore I can't but think this 


| very pertinent, in as much as 'tis certain nothing 
was attempted to be proved againſt us. I grant 
the Committee, as he calls them, were no court of: ju 


dlicature upon their miniſters, that is they were. not 


rightfully ſuch; but I aſſert they up ſet themſelves 


in effect, and acted as ſuch. When the Gentle- 


men deſired us to give them our opinion, WE 
did it in the pulpit ; and they ought to have 
objected againit what we then ſaid, if they 


thought it amiſs. But we deny they had any 


right ro put teſts to us. e 

I found fault with his ſaying, that the cauſe 
of our ejectment was becauſe we would not own 
the Son of God to be one God with the Father I 
ſaid it was: becauſe we would not ſubmit to 
any unſcriptural teſt, and believed that Chriſt 
alone has authority to preſcribe us a rule of 
faith, It feems the Gentlemen, or their ſcribe, 
think this an artful turn; but tis ſuch an one, as 
neither they, nor their ſeven adviſers will ever 
be able to anſwer. I declare it, and they knew 
my mind before they put their teſt, - that had 
they requir'd my aſſent to any other unſori- 
ptural teſt, had it been the directly contrary 
to the propoſition: they offer d, I would in the 
like manner have refus'd it. Chriſt has already 
preſcribed me a rule of faith, which I moſt chear- 
fully receive; but no man upon earth ſhall pre- 


ſcribe me another: and without vanity I pretend 


to be able to tell my own faith, without the help 
ot the Gentlemen, or any of their adviſers, or their, 
putting words into my mouth. _ 8 

- He ſais: No one will believe that the ejeftion reſts 


only on his not agreeing to a teſt of unſcriptural words, 


if he would have: profeſs*d to believe the thing. If 
the thing was ſcriptural, certainly it might have 
WA | been 
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been put into ſcripture words, and ſo a ſad con- 
teſt would have been happily ended. But what 
he ſays is a notorious talſhood ; as appears by 

this circumſtance, that they would not accept of 
Mr. Withers's offer, firſt of a declaration in Biſhop 
Pearſon's words, nor ſecondly in the words of the 
Nicene creed; nothing would ſatisfy, unleſs he 
would come up to one of their four teſts. 

I faid in my Caſe, concerning the calling in 
of the ſeven miniſters, p. 7. © That had an equal 
“ number been choſen on both ſides, ſome good 
* gn. have been expected. This he would 
repreſent as inconſiſtent with my refuſing Mr. 
Eveleigh's offer of conferences. The buſineſs is 
plain enough to an ordinary capacity, that is 
willing to underſtand it: The conferences offer'd 

us, were, according to my apprehenſion, deſign'd 
for their inſtructing us in their truth, and in- 
forming themſelves of ſome what to charge us 
with, which was greatly wanted: but when the 
ſeven miniſters came, they came as adviſers, or 
arbitrators in our quarrel, whoſe chief buſineſs 
ought to have been to accommodate matters; and 
little good could be expected when theſe were 
choſen by one ſide only, and were known be- 
fore-hand to be men fit to ſerve the turn. If 
this writer can not take in this difference, I am 
ſorry for him, but care not to ſpend more words 
to help his underſtanding. *Tis falſe: that I art- 
fully endeavour to draw people into a belief that 
this ¶ Mr. Eveleigh's project] was propoſed after the 
ſeven miniſters were call'd in. I never once had 
the leaſt thought or deſign that way; nor have 
I ſaid one word to that purpoſe. Nay I ex- 
preſly ſay the contrary, Def. p. 12. © That that 
© had been before propoſed to me. I earneſt- 
ly requeſt the Gentlemen would employ a ſcribe 
. 7 next 
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next time that has ſome eyes at leaſt, if he has 
no conſcience. I am ſtill of opinion, that I had 
\ reaſon to ſcorn the offer'd conferences, conſide- 
ring the nature of them, and how I had before 
been dealt with: nor can I ſee that my behavi- 
our herein, or what I have laig concerning it, 
was inconſiſtent with humility or charity. 
I ſaid in my Defence, p. 10. © Suppoſe he [a 
« miniſter} thinks a violent oppoſition will ſpread 
ce the error, as it has now been tried and found 
« true, muſt he be ejected for that? Or for 
« being directed by his own prudence, rather 
ec than, other mens? This ſeem'd to me 4 
material queſtion, tho* I. perceive my anſwerer 
thought it not worth a reply; and therefore only 
takes notice of it, to let the world know, they 
think whatever the conſequences of it had been, it was 
their duty to contend earneſtly for the faith. This is 
not anſwering me, Who never inſinuated it was 
not their duty to contend earneſtly, ſo it were 
but honeſtly, for the faith, deliver'd in the ſcrip- 
tures, They might follow their prudence, and I 
mine, without offence, if they pleas'd, on either 
fide. All that I cenſure is their making their 
prudence a ſtandard for mine, and their ejecting 
me for not uſing it as ſuch. And whereas he 
thinks what they have done has not contributed to 
the ſpreading the opinion, I am verily perſuaded 
of the contrary ; and that where there was one 
in it before the Seprember Aﬀembly, 1718. there 
are now ten, I ſpeak modeſtly, who would hard- 
ly have ever thought of the matter, had it not 
been for the ſtir then begun. 
He goes on: He inſiuuates, Def. p. 11. as if 
he had actually gratified the deſire of the people, and 
endeavour d with all the plainneſs and evidence he 
could to. clear the truth ( _ muſt be ſuppoſed to be 


the 


— 


11 * 1 7 +. | a ** 2 
7 
8 A a 
( 8 ) 
: * 
5 Fo 


the truth now in debate) whereas he never once fince 


theſe diſputes aroſe, ever aſſerted Chriſt to be the ſu- 
preme God, or attempted the proof of it, or ever of- 
fer d the leaſt proof of the deity of the Holy Ghoſt ; © 
and yet becauſe on his ſaying ſomewhat of the matter 


in debate, he is blamed for doing no better (Defence, 


p. 11.) he is diſcouraged from farther attempts. 
The ever placed twice after ever once is an 
elegancy peculiar to this writer. In the latter 


end of the ſentence he owns my ſaying ſomewhat 
of the matter in debate, and yet in the former part 
he ſeems unwilling to allow that I endeavour'd 
to clear the truth in debate. My buſineſs, if I took 
it right, was to clear the doctrine of the Bible, 
which I was not to learn from his party, but 
from the Bible itſelf. - It could not be expected, 
that I ſhould, on the two occaſions wherein I 


treated of theſe matters, at the requeſt of the 
people, go any farther than not only the ſcrip- 
tures would warrant, but than they themſelves 


deſir d. And certainly ſince he owns I was 


blamed for what I ſaid, he ought to commend 
my prudence that I deſiſted from the enterprize, 


leaving the unenvy'd honour to the mighty ma- 
nager, Who alone had skill to manage it to pur- 
poſe, and ſo as to deſerve no blame: 


He fais, p. 19. Mr. Peirce in Def. p. TI. and 
zn almoſt all his. papers, endeavours to prejudice peo- 


ple againſt the plaineſt duties | what are they ?] by 


putting = into diſgraceful words and phraſes, Teſts, 
i Impoſiti 


,-Inquiſitions, and then makes grievous 
outcries againſt them, &c. I beg he would tell 
me next time what he means by teſts and impo- 


fitions ; for I declare I know not the meaning of 


thoſe words, if there was neither) teſt nor imps- 


ſition in our caſe. As to an inquiſition, I hope 


I have clear'd that matter in my Letter to a ſub- 
| EE n ſcribing 
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ſtribing miniſter, and therefore need fay no more 
about it. He would fain perſuade the world, . 
we are againſt confeſſing our faith; which. is falſe... 
I refuſe not to confeſs my faith concerning any 
thing I am bound to believe. But I conteſs I. 
look not upon my faith as much concern'd in 
unſcriptural aſſertions, ſuch as that of the ſeven 
adviſers, which they are not able to ſhew me 
there. He ſays: The art of ſophiſtical wit and 
artificial words [1 wiſh he had told us what words. 
they are; for at preſent I cannot imagine] may 
caſt a cloud on any thing, but theſe things ſeem to us 
very plain. The only meaning of this ſentence, 
unleſs I greatly miſtake, is, that they are reſolv'd 
to aſſert they are in the right, even when they 
have nothing to ſay by way of reply to the argu- 
ments urged againſt it. They cannot ſuppoſe 
me diſpleaſed with them for what I judge to be 
an owning of this, tho* I doubt not they had 
ſatisfied the world of the truth of the thing be- 
8. | ws 6 . | 
I am glad this writer was ſenſible of the injury 
done me in the Account, as it was firſt printed. 
Had I known of the correction made, when I 
wrote my Defence, I ſhould have taken notice of 
it, and own'd it, as I have done ſince. See my 
Remarks, p. 39. As he has done me juſtice by 
the correction and acknowledgment, I am fatis- 
hed as to this part; and I hope he will not reck- 
on I did him any wrong, ſince *twas not my fault, 
but his own, that I had ſuch cauſe of complaint. 
I faid in my Defence, p. 12. Every man muſt 
judge for himſelf, and not this writer for every 
'* man, when great and neceſſary reaſons call for 
* this open confeſſion. ” He replies now, p. 20. 
B) the ſame rule the people muſt and will judge for 
themſelves, when they ought to withdraw from mini- 
steg. Who doubts it? Have I ſaid the leaſt 
| H 2 Ford 
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word againſt it? Tis one thing for perſons to 
withdraw from miniſters, and quite another for 
a few men who have no right, tv take upon them 
to thruſt out miniſters. What a fad loſs would 
this writer be at, if it were not for that one 


-word withdraw, which may well enough be calłd 


his artificial word, ſince he uſes it in a ſenſe, in 
which it was never heard of before in the world? 
Sure this cannot be a pardonable overſight, but 
a wilful abuſe of his readers, as well as my (elf, 
ſince he is ſo conſtant in it. IE 
To go on with my obſervable paſſages, and his 
remarks upon them : Mr. Peirce, ſais he, to make 
the deſign of offer d conferences ſeem unfriendly, catches 
at theſe words, * That every one ſhould ſubſcribe 
Pe and 
tells the world, © when that time was over, the 
Gentlemen might uſe their diſcretion, c. 
No ſuch great catch in-rhis. The thing was ob- 
vious of it felt; and I knew it without any ex- 
planation, that ſuch a time was meant as ſhould le 
agreed on by both parties. It was at the expiration 
of the time ſo agreed on, that I ſuppoſed they 
might uſe their diſcretion. But to tell him the 
truth plainly ; if they had propoſed to keep what 
paſs d ſecret, without any ſuch limitation at all, 
J ſhould have refus'd the conferences, becauſe 
ſome we were to confer with, had deceiv'd me 
before; and as I have not the art of diflembling 
my temper, I own I was very unwilling to give 
them an opportunity of deceiving me again. 
The next paragraph is ſo vile and ſcandalous, 
that I cannot but hope it may open the eyes of 
many of his own party, and help them to ſee 
with what conſcience he writes. The Account 
had this paſſage, p. 17. Nor will theſe men ſcruple 
the Apoſtles creed, for a certain reaſon, tho 2 
1 * „„ 12 3 . SE <4 they 
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they own it is not made up of ſcripture phraſe. The 
delign of this was to charge us with an incon- 
ſiſtency, viz. That whereas when the Gentlemen 
put a teſt to us in unſcriptural words, we would 
not aſſent to it, but inſiſted upon having it put 
into thoſe that were ſcriptural; we do not deal 
in like manner with the people, but inſiſt upon 
their aſſent to a creed which is not expreſs'd in 
ſcripture words. To clear my ſelf of this charge, 
I did not pretend that I did not inſiſt upon their 
aſſent to any thing (nor did the charge oblige 
me to do fo) but only that I did not inſiſt upon 
their aſſent to any thing not expreſs'd in the 
words of ſcripture, and therefore what I could 
not put into ſuch I would not inſiſt on; which e- 
yery one ſees is a full vindication. But I will 
tranſcribe my anſwer, Defence, p. 15. © If he 
* knows I eyer inſiſt on any unſcriptural form of 
% words, that I require men to aſſent to, let him 
« ſhew it: I declare I do not. Nay, as I always 
jn propoſing the Creed, leave out the article of 
* the. deſcent of Chriſt into hell, becauſe I don't 
* believe - many underſtand it in the ſenſe in 
« which *tis true; ſo I have declar'd, that if 
any one ſticks at any other article, I will ei- 
. © ther put it into ſcripture words, or leave it 
% quite out. So that he may ſee I am very 
** conſiſtent : and his certain reaſon for which, he 
„ ſays, 1 ſcruple not the Apoſtles creed, he may ſtill 
& keep to himſelt; it can be none of mine, wha 
don't know what it is. Behold now what 
- Wonders he can work with this plain and inno- 
cent paſſage! This, ſais he, is offer'd to let 1 
ſee how conſiſtent he is with himſelf in uſing the Creed, 
the* not ſcripture words. *T1s aſtoniſhing to us, if we 
do not miſtake him | wilfully, he ſhould have added] 
that this ſhall be at the choice of him that ſticks at 
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any article, to have it put in ſcripture words, or to 
have it quite left out; but this we think to be his” 
meaning, -becauſe of that declaration f his, that we 
muſt lay communion not upon faith, but upon converſa- 
tion: we make no doubt what Mr. Peirce would do, 
if. auy one ſtuck at that article, I believe in the 
Holy Ghoſt : but ſuppoſe the article ſtuck at be the 
very being of God, which is the firſt, if he will con- 
ent to leave out any, he muſt conſent to leave out 
that, if it be ſtuck at, and ſuch an indefinite any to 
be left out is equivalent to all, for if he may diſpenſe 
with each, why ſhould any be accounted neceſſary? I 
appeal now to the conſciences of all men, I hard- 
ly need except this writer's, if he has any left, 
whether this ſenſe put upon my words be not 
' contrary to that which naturally offers itſelf, I 
give not the leaſt hint, that it ſhould be at the 
choice of the perſon that ſticks at any article, 
whether it ſhall be put into ſcripture words, op 
quite left out. There was no occaſion from the 
charge I was anſwering that I ſhould ſuggeſt 
this; and one part of the disjun&ion, thus un- 
derſtood, would have been a mere impertinence. 
I ought then to have only ſaid abſolutely, If any 
one ſticks at any-article, I will leave it out, and 
ſhould not have ſaid any thing of putting it in- 
to ſcripture words at all. I anſwer only upon 
the ſuppoſition. of mens ſticking at any article, 
as not being expreſs d in ſcripture words, taking 
it for granted that they will not ſtick at it when 
ſo expreſs it. So that I thus intirely anſwer 
ſuch mens ſcruples, juſt as I deſir'd the Gentle- 
men to anſwer mine. Nor is there any article 
in the creed that is not already in ſcripture words, 
and that I am not able to put into ſuch, that } 
will inſiſt upon. Moſt of the articles are already 
fo expreſs d, and the neceſſity of believing the 
| | articles 
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articles which the ſcripture inſiſts on the belief 
of, I never queſtion'd. But that I would leave 
it to the choice of a perſon at. baptiſm, whether 
he ſhould profeſs his afſent to the ſcripture 
doctrine of the Holy Ghoſt, of Chriſt, and of 
the very being of God, is a ſuggeſtion which I 
am very ſure can proceed from none that know 
me, and are not of a very profligate conſcience. 
But I the leſs wonder at it, ſince I know it has 
been ſuggeſted by one of the ſame party, that I 
believ'd little or nothing of reveal'd religion; 
tho I can defy him, and the whole party, to 
produce the leaſt fhew of a reaſon for ſuch a 
ſuggeſtion. And *tis an abominable falſhood, 
which he here repeats, to ſupport the moſt un- 
grounded and malicious interpretation of my 
words; for-I can moſt ſolemnly declare the de- 

claration he would charge me with, has been 
always contrary to my ſentiments,” as I have 
always likewiſe profeſs d. Doubtleſs my readers 
will pity me that I have the vexation of ſuch an 


a adverſary, as I heartily do the Gentlemen, that 


they are forced to be content with ſuch an one 
for their miniſter, advocate, or ſcribe, or per- 
haps all three. May a merciful God never lay 
this unrighteous dealing to his charge. | 
The bufineſs of doxologies I refer to my larger 
account of our difference. | "LES 
I go on with what he ſais, p. 21. Mr. Peirce 
ſais that the referring it #0 the people to vote for, or 
againſt. cur ejectment, is wot a putting the Trinity or 
| Deity of Chriſt to the vote, &c. But we ſay to put, 
our faith to the vote, whether we ſhould ſtand by 
thoſe miniſters as guides of our faith, that would 
not profeſs their own faith, or defend ours, but do fa 
_ evidently betray it, and undermine it, is to 214 in effett 
the ſame thing: Tis falſe that we would not my 
els 
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ſeſs our own faith: nor were we under any obli- 
gation to defend theirs any farther than it agreed 
with the {criptures. But to paſs theſe things; 
I queſtion whether this writer himſelf is capa- 
ble of more wretchedly and more childiſhly per- 
yerting the ſtate of the queſtion. The refering 
it to the people to vote for or againſt our eject- 
ment, was neither a parting the Trinity and De- 
ity of Chriſt, nor their faith to the vote: for 
when the people ſhould have carried it either for or 
againſt our ejectment, both ſides would have been 
as much at their liberty to keep their faith as they 
were before, or are now ; nay they would have 
been as much at their liberty to adhere to, or 
withdraw from us. What I ſay ought to have 
been put to the vote was only, whether we had 
deſerved to be, and ſhould accordingly: be eject- 
ed: and if that had been carried by a fair 
majority, we ſhould not have complained as we 
now do. Till he can ſay ſomewhat to this, he 
does but give himſelf and tlie world a needleſs 
trouble. Beſides, I have by another conſidera- 
tion ſhown that this is only an idle and frivo- 
lous -pretence ; for tho the matter is thus re- 
ſented as too ſacred to be put to the vote, 
it muſt yet have been actually put to the vote 
among the four proprietors, and, I add, the 
thirteen. And certainly there was far more rea- 
Ion to refer the ejectment to the vote of the 
people, who had a right to vote; than to the 
vote of only a few men, who had no right at all 
by themſelves to determine it. This and ſome 
other things I took notice of in my Defence, p. 21. 
but they were not it ſeems: paſſages obſervable 
_ enough to have his remarks beſtowed upon them. 
He will give me leave to think the reaſon was, 
pecauſe he ſaw his cauſe was not defenſible. The 


relt 


4 


* en 9 1 f ä 5 9 . * POEEIETY FE 
a N 7 3 
8 / 
ww . 
* 2 
* P 8 
„ [ 4 £ 


reſt of this paragraph ſerves only to let the reader 
\ know what he might ' have told him in much 
fewer words, that he had nothing to ſay for the 
- Juſtice of the ejectment, the a point in debate; 
and therefore I forbear tranſcribing. 3 
In my Defence, p. 23. I bleſs God, there 
« are a great many Diſſenters, and eſpecially in 
& roudon, who underſtand the foundations of 
& their cauſe, and have ſhewed themſelves zea- 
« lous for liberty,” Our author in anſwer de- 
fires to. bleſs God, they have ſuch ſatisfaction 
that many of the nonſubſcribers are ſound in 
their doctrine, tho' they have given, as he pre- 
tends, the greateſt advantage to the enemies of 
the Deity of our bleſſed Lord, that ever they could 
—_— | 3 
This is nothing to me, Who only ſpeak of 
mens being zealous for liberty, which I eſteem a 
| privilege ſecured us to by the goſpel, and worth 
contending for, however he and his friends would 
have wreſted it from us. I make no doubt, be- 
fore this ſtir was tais'd, miniſters were generally 
ſound in the doctrine they taught, making it their 
buſineſs to ſhew people that Chriſt is a ſufficient . 
ſaviour, and the only one, and that it is abſo- 
Hutely neceflary to come to God by him. What- 
ever has been lately dropt diſagreeable to the 
goſpel, has been moſt owing perhaps to the con- 
teſt that has unhappily fallen out between -bre- 
_*thren, who for ought I ſee might have maintain- 
ed communion with one another, notwithſtand- 
ing they difter'd in theſe abſtruſe things. How- 
ever I make this double uſe of what our au- 
thor here ſais : 1. That he may ſee, that non- 
_ ſubſcribing is no certain evidence of a man's not 
being ſound in his doctrine; and yet we were 
ejected becauſe we refus d to ſubſcribs. 2. He 
A 3 may > 
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may ſee, that thoſe whom he himſelf counts ſound, 
and who conſequently mult be ſuppoſed to agree 
with him in doctrine, cannot approve or juſti- 
fy the methods he and his friends have taken, 
It therefore we ſhould be thought partial in jud- 
ging our caſe, yet he cannot imagine them to be 
fo; and there muſt be the more reaſon to ſup- 
poſe, the zeal of his friends here has tranſported 
them beyond all bounds of juſtice and diſcre- 
tion. 
Concerning the Diſſenters who had betray d 
the cauſe of liberty I faid in my Defence, p. 23. 
My judgment was, that they had for ever ſtop- 
* ped the mouths of all advocates for them, and 
ce their cauſe, that will pretend to talk conſiſtent- 
. «© ly.” He replies to this, p. 22. Wie truſt we 
ſhall never want the aſſiſtance of Mr. Emlyn or Mr. 
Peirce, to defend the cauſe of moderate nouconformity. 
This extraordinary writer is at his liberty to talk 
with contempt of what I have written upon 
that controverſy. He will however give me 
leave to tell him, that time was, when the moſt 
conſiderable men of the party, who, without 
diſparagement to his great abilities, may be 
thought as competent judges as himſelf, neither 
deſpiſed my aſſiſtance, nor diſdained to deſire 
it, tho? I dare ſay none either ſought or wiſb'd 
for his. Tis no exerciſe to my patience to 
bear a ſlight ſo unaccountable as theirs mult be, 
who formerly as much applauded me for what 
I writ upon that head. The preſent debates have 
indeed in a manner now filenced the controverſy 
about nonconformity; but it may, and in all 
probability will, one time of other. revive again; 
and then we ſhall ſee how the diſſenting patrons 
of impoſitions, who. muſt expect the attack to 
be made on them, will be able to juſtify _ 
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ſeſres againſt the arguments of the Churchmen- 
Then we ſhall know whether the mouths of Mr. 
 Lavington and his maſters will be opened, or not, 
and what conſiſtent ſcheme they will fix upon 
for the . defence of moderate nonconformity. 

et this writer try now beforehand, if he can 
with all his skill advance a ſcheme that ſhall 
warrant the Diſſenters to impoſe one article, and 
arbitrarily to eject miniſters for refuſing to aſſent 


to it, that will not equally warrant all the impo- 


ſitions and ejectments that have been ever prac- 
tis d by the Churchmen. Il venture fo far to 
change ſides, and to ſpeak in behalf of thoſe TI 
have formerly writ againſt, as to ſay, the thing is 
in my judgment impoſſible. Let any one compare 
the modern impolitions of ſome with their former 
writings, and judge from the irreconcileable 
contradiction there is between them, whether I 
| haye not good reaſon for what I ſay. I can- 
not change my opinion concerning the true cauſe 


of nonconformity ; but nonconformity ſever'd 


from liberty appears to me, as I am perſuaded 


it does to others, to be the moſt abſurd and de- 


ſpicable cauſe in the world. *Tis great pity its 
defence ſhould not be left to the management of 
ſuch as embrace it; a little trial may perhaps 
bring them to themſelves again. I wiſh our 
author had not left out that clauſe, in citing my 
words, which ſhews what advocates for non- 
conformity I ſpeak of, viz. © thoſe that will 
pretend to talk conſiſtently : *” I never doubt 
nonconformity may have advocates enough like 
himſelf ; but I muſt ſay *twill be little behol- 
den to him, unleſs he can defend it in a bet- 
ter manner than the cauſe he has undertaken. 
It has pleaſed me when I have perceived ſuch 
kind of reflections have not fallen upon me alone, 
7 #9 -" — =” 
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Mr. I/ithers has been join'd with me; whoſe 
writings I may well ſay, have deſerved a better 
treatment from friends, and have obtain'd it too 
from more candid enemies. But if our writings 
were diſliked by this little detractor, and his o- 
ther learned friends, why did not they ſhew their 
wonderful abilities in the proper time, by doing 
the work better? Why did they then ſtand idle, 
and careleſs, when thro* our unskilful manage- 
ment they had moſt reaſon to buckle on their 
harneſs? I ſee they are not the moſt formidable 
fighters who can ſwagger bravely, when no ene- 
my is in ſight; they know how to be out of the 
way, and take care of their own ſafety upon the 
lealt appearance of danger. =. 
The next paragraph is anſwer'd already. The 
thing I inſiſted on, as neceflary to be put to the 
yote, was not any point of faith, but only whe- 
ther we ſhould be ejected, 7. e. in ſhort, whether 
we or they ſhould keep the place of worſhip, if 
they were reſolv'd to break communion. *Tis 
own'd this would have been regular, by which I 
underſtand that it would have been according to 
the rules of juſtice, in a cauſe they could have re- 
jerr'd to the determination of a vote, here conſcience 
could be ſatisfied however it be decided. Now this 
I fay was ſuch a cauſe. Fer why might not their 
conſcience be as well ſatisfied in departing and 
quitting the place to us, upon a fair determina- 
tion, as they expected ours ſhould be in quitting 
it to them, even without ſuch a vote? Certainly 
1t cannot be only weakneſs of judgment, that 
makes him ſo conſtantly miſrepreſent the matter 
he talks about, I think therefore T may well 
repeat it; © That the book (the Account] in ef- 
te fect owns the main of my charge, and that the 
way taken was not regular. ? at” 
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In my Cafe, p. 17. I ſay concerning a Pamphlet 
intituled, Arius detected: The whole defign is 
« js to expoſe us to hatred and ſcorn; charging 
ee us with things we do not own, as that Chritt 
« js a creature, (Fc. confidently aſſerting that we 
ce hold fo, tho* we deny it; reviling us as Arians, 
c tho' we diſown the peculiar opinion of Arins.” 
The Account anſwer d, p. 23. This charge is ſcarce- 
ly true; for the book only argues, that a voluntary 

production is a creature; but doth not aſſert that thoſe 
' men affirm Chriſt to be ſo. 1 proyed in my De- 

fence, p. 29. that the book did affert this, ſetting 
down ſome paflages out of it. This was too 
plain to be denied. I added : © But whence can 
& he gather their notion, but from their affir- 
“ mations? And if he ſais this is our notion, 
& is not that the ſame thing? And how does he 
* know we ſay Chriſt is a voluntary production? 
* He knows Dr. Clarke does not venture to ſay ſo.”? 
Inſtead now of a fair anſwer to my plain and ho- 
neſt queſtions, he would bring me tohis teſt, _ 
Mr. Peirce, ſais he, ſhows himſelf exceeding loth, 
that himſelf and followers ſhould be call'd Arians. 
And have I not good reaſon ? Does he think 
we are ſo different from all mankind, as that 
we deſire to have names of reproach fix'd upon 
us? Does he like it when the high-church men 
treat the Diſſenters in that manner? He goes on: 
If he is no Arian, why does he not diſclaim that 
Chriſt is but a voluntary production, or is but a crea- 
ture? This is nothing to his purpoſe. He ought 
to defend his good friend in publicly giving us 
that name: I ſay we have not given him any 
ground for it, he ought to prove we have. Tis 
in my judgment a monſtrous wickeneſs for men 
to advance charges againſt their neighbours with- 
out ground; of which I aſſert that author, and 
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as many as have join'd with him in the cry, are 
_ notoriouſly guilty, And till they produce ſome 
| evidence of my having affirm'd the proper Arian. 
principles, to warrant this ſcandalous treatment, 


I Cannot ſee how they can deſerve any better 


character than that of detractors. I ſhould think 
1 acted wickedly, if I call'd him traitor or rebel, 
and charged him with holding treaſonable and 
ſeditious principles; and then endeayour'd to 
excuſe my ſelf the trouble of proving the charge, 
by ſaying, If he does not hold ſuch principles, 
let him diſclaim them. But I perceive he and 
I widely differ in our notions of common juſtice, 
in more caſes than one. I think I have a right 
to demand of him and his Detecter, that if they 
have any conſcience, they will ſhew from ſome 
aſſertion of mine, they have ground to give me 
that name. For my part I know of no opinion 
I hold, that was not receiv'd in the chriſtian 
church long before. Arius was born into the 
world. He ſais: Tuo lines would do it. But as 
that is more than he has a right to demand; 
fo he cannot reaſonably expect I ſhould gratify 
him ſo far, till he has firſt clear'd himſelf and 
friends of the charge of being ſlanderers. And 
as I do from my ſoul deteſt this vile 'method of 
ſlandering in order to pump men, I can't be com- 
plaiſant enough to humour them in it. But 
tarther, let the reader look back to the words 
juſt cited from the Caſe, and judge whether it 
was not unconſcionable in him to call for more. 

Ce ainly the Detecter ought to have proved, 
that we aſſert Chriſt is a voluntary production, 
When he advanced his charge; nor can our not 
denying it be any evidence againſt us, fince it 
may be owing to eur willingneſs to acknowledge 
pur ignorance in the matter. For my own parts 
3 | ; as 


(71) 

as J think the ſonſhip of Chriſt beſpeaks his de- 
rivation from the Father, and the ſcripture 
ſeems to me continually to go upon that ſup- 
poſition, I. cannot but agree to it: but I own 
my ſelf ignorant of the» manner of the deri- 
vation. I find not that God has reveal'd it; nor 
do I think it neceſſary for me to know, or ſay 
more of it, than he has reveal'd. Till therefore 
I gain more certain information, I will ſay no- 
thing poſitively about it: and if our author thinks 
this will warrant him and his friends to go on in 
reviling me, let him take his courſe ; I commit 
the cauſe of my innocence to him that judges 
righteouſly. 5 | 

As to what he has here cited from Dr. Clarke, 
the reader is to obſerve; that *tis from an edition 
of his Scripture doctrine publiſh'd ſince my Defence. 
The propoſition in the firſt edition ſtands thus: 
Whether the Son derives his being from the 
Father, by neceſſity ot nature, or by the power 
of his will, the ſcripture hath no where ex- 
ce preſly declared. In the edition our author 
_ cites, the Doctor ſpeaks according to the reaſon- 
Ing of the primitive fathers; in which my faith 
is not concern d. Only I can't but make this 
_ remark, that tho* I don't look upon my elf 
obliged to believe all their reaſonings, yet I 


' would be very cautious of charging them with 


hereſy, or breaking communion with chriſtians 
for holding the ſame opinions they did; and 
much leſs ought the Gentlemen to have broken 
communion with me, when they were not able 
to charge me with ſo much as holding their 
Opinion. 5 8 
le ſais, p. 237 How honeſtly he has writ on this 
affair, and the juſtneſs of our proceedings, appears to 
every one that hath read our Account, and ſhall 7 5 
. t His 
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this Defence of it. I can freely leave the matter 
with all impartial judges, and the father becauſe 
I fee this writer himſelf, tho' he has taken ſo 
long a time for writing, has not been able to 
ſay any thing to the far greateſt part of my De- 
Fence, and the things he has ſaid to ſome few 
paſſages are ſo very poor and trifling ; and 
Et thoſe who liked well enough of my 
being ejected, and ſo cannot be thought partial 
in my favour, yet have diſapprov'd the mea- 
ſures taken, and wiſh'd the thing had been 
, otherwiſe managed. Aud we appeal to Mr. Peirce's 
own conſcience, whether he does not believe that it 
was a ſenſe of duty engaged us to do what we have 
done. Our perſonal reſpect to him was as great as 
ever any people's was to a paſtor, &c. I am glad 
of this paſlage, ' becauſe I take it to be an 
. acknowledgment, that my other conduct did not 
. deſerve cenſure. And as to the appeal, I an- 
ſwer, That I believe ſome of my deſigning neigh- 
_ bours kindled in them a great zeal without 
- knowledge, and in a matter too, wherein they 
were averſe to the. proper means of, acquiring 
knowledge, I mean a careful and ſedate com- 
paring the reafons on both ſides; and I make 
no queſtion, but tzey might in their zeal think 
themſelves obliged to leave me : but JI find it 
hard to believe that any, ſenſe of duty inga- 
ged them to take the unjuſt method of turning 
me out without the people, or of reviling us 
with reproachful names, and perſecuting us with 
an artfully incenſed mob; nor can I think 
the review of theſe things can be ſatisfactory to 
them, if by this time they are grown cool. 
Hle ſais: My: Peirce hath at ſeveral times 
declared, as tho he doth not know the reaſon why 
be is diſmiſs d. We cau't but think his 2 
11 79 en 
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- muſt have ſmote him for. ſuch a declaration, when- 
die knows, tis not for his not complying with un- 
ſcriptural teſts, but for his not defending our faith, 
and not giving is ſatisfattion of the | ſoundueſs 
of his own faith: The reader ſees that I did 
not declare, I knew not the reaſon why I 
was diſmiſs d; but only that I did not know it 
except it were that I would not comply with 
unſcriptural teſts, I will not much quarrel 
with him for not expreſſing my declaration more 
clearly, becauſe that reaſon is really as good as 
none at all. But now it that is not the whole 

reaſon of my being diſmiſs'd, how comes ir 

to paſs, that nothing was laid to my charge at 
my diſmiffion, and that ſuch a compliance would 
have intirely prevented it? Was there any o- 
ther ſatisfaction deſired than ſuch a compliance? 
Why ſhould he in the ſame ſentence grant and 
deny the ſame thing? The not defending their 
faith is a ſtrange ſort of a crime to ground a 
diſmiſſion upon, ſince the ſcripture faith I de- 
fended according to the beſt of my skill, and 
no expreſſion was articled againſt me at my 
diſmiſſion. But I have farther to add, that 
this ſeems a poor excuſe, for if I had ever fo 
defended their faith, would not they have inſiſt- 
ed upon my compliance with their unſcriptu- 
ral teſt ? "Why then did they put it to Mr. 
Lavington ? Nay, why did they at firſt actu- 
ally diſmiſs Mr. Withers together with us, who 
was known to have preached againſt the pam- 
phlets that gave them offence ? He goes on: 
Gu on the contrary giving #s all the reaſons menti- 
oned in our Account, and this Defence of it, to 
believe him in thoſe dangerous errrors of = of 
bis people were running into. The reaſons refer d 


to were not alleged at my diſmiſſion, and ſo are 
WR. * K nothing 
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nothing to the purpoſe. I have conſider'd them 
in another writing, and when that a 1 7500 leave 
it to the impartial to, judge. now of x 50 
dangerous errours the people vere chargeable 
with; and if FE: Were, that could be no evidence 
P gainſt me. 

Tis added I And 505 we 65 re the following 
par ticulars inay be confid: ered, Firſt, Becauſe he 
forbeari, &c. Theſe; particulars, are , deſigned 
as ſo many reaſons of my diſmiſſion, as ap- 
pears, by the word, becauſe, though it ſtands od- 
iy enough. Hence then, I am to ſearn the 
reaſon, ot my diſmiſſion,; and the world is to be 

made ſenſibſe how unrealonable Iam in pretend- 
ing to be AGRA, of. it. A us e hear 
Wa chey. " DT | 
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et! Bec * * Ape 1 a T his | as 
ite prayers to give 777 Fg the ” hoſt. at all, 
which, be would do, did be believe TTY 490 The 
great noiſe before 5 Peg was, concerning 
the deity of Chriſt 3 one would have, thought 
Therefore, that cu to his reaſoning, 1 in this 
place, my having all 1950 8 give, glory to 
Chriff, ſhould hayes made the tlemen eaſy 
with me in that reſpect pect,, e it 155 mot. Bu ut 
let not this writer be over confident ja ac 
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theſe matters, * ince. tis: very poſi I ble h may 
be, miſtaken. Mr. Labington Has ſaid the Fa- 
ther is the Son, and the wo the Father: ang 
how does this writer know, I dort hold the 
ſame concerning the Holy Ghoſt, that that 
Gentleman does or did of 50 Son? and that 
J might not think 1 gave glory to the Holy 
"Ghoſt, by giving it to. the „ oY a But to 
Wy Him engere the reaſon of my Sandy: ] 
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have taken the ſcripture for tlie only rule of 
my worſhip; and where J find any matter of 
ſpeculation © intricate, I chooſe to ſearch what 
direction or example rhe ſcripture gives me 
about any part of worſhip, rather than follow 
the more uncertain conſequences 'of my own 
opinion about ſuch abſtruſe matters. Doxo- 
logies are fo frequent in the Holy Scripture, . 
that we may well expect in one place or other 
we ſhould find glory afcrib'd to the Holy Ghoſt, 
if this were neceſſary to be done by us: now 
becauſe I find neither precept to enjoin, nor 
example to warrant this, therefore, without 
inquiring into abftruſer matters, I have forborn 
it: and for "ought I ſee, the Gentlemen, for 
the ſame reaſon they diſmiſs'd me, may diſmiſs 
their Bibles alſo. Wes Lu 
His ſecond particular, p. 24. is conſider'd elſe- 
where. CHEE | 


Thirdly, ſais he, Several perſons who from their 
perſonal reſpect to Mir. Peirce, adhered to him, when 
the main body of the citizens withdrew, (he means, 
drove us out | have fince left his miniſtry, becauſe they 
can't have ſatisfattion from him, as to his belief of 
the deity of Chriſt and the Holy Ghoſt. I remember 
one perſon once objected ſome texts of ſcripture 
to me, which I readily gave him ſuch an account 

of as he was able to make no reply to. What 
may have paſs'd at other times in common 
- converſation I may not remember; and perſons 
may have ask'd me looſe queſtions with a de- 
ſign I did not perceive ; but I queſtion very 
much whether any have left me, as he ſais, for 
this be a who had' firſt ſought ſuch ſatis- 
faction of me. Our author knows too well, 
what other arts have been uſed. But now ſup- 
Fn K 2 Pioſing 
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poſing all this to be true, is it any evidence 1 

new the crime for which I was diſmiſs'd? 

Could that which happen'd after the diſmiſſion 
be the cauſe of it? „ 


Fourthly, He made à demand at the meeting of 
the Committee in November laſt, of one place of 
ſcripture where the Holy Ghoſt was call d God. If 
this was ground enough tor a diſmiſſion, why 
did they not exert their authority then ? But 
why might not I innocently ask this for my 
own information, when I was before men who 
pretended to be certain in the controverſy, and 
ſo might be ſuppos'd able to give me an an- 
ſwer? I declare now, I know of no one place, 
where he is clearly and expreſly call'd ſo; and 

as I have been taught that it is no crime for 
à man to confeſs his own ignorance, I do not 
ſee that if I had {ſaid as much then as I do 
now, it would in the leaſt have juſtify'd their 
—A AA. | | 


Fifthly, In the hearing of two perſons, when he 
was charged with this, That he did not believe the 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt to be one God, he de- 
clared he did not: when ſome perſons were blaming 

| Mr. Stogdon, for having drawn a woman into 
theſe notions, the woman replied, © It was not Mr. 
« Stogdon, but Mr. Peirce that gave me ſatis- 
« faclion in them.” How could I know theſe 
facts to be the cauſe of my diſmiſſion, when 
the firſt of them, if I gueſs right, happen'd long 
after it? I aſſure him I make no ſuch un- 
ſcriptural aſſertions, as is that mention d, arti- 
cles of my faith. I ſuppoſe the ſecond fact may 
be ſome what that has in like manner happen d 
ſince the ejectment, but as I am not able 9 
| gueſs 
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gueſs any thing about it, I think it needleſs 
to ſay any more of it. And are not theſe rare 
matters to ground an ejectment upon? And ſine 


proofs that I muſt know the reaſon of my eject 


ment ? Ee” Wo 
With reference to what he ſais in his con- 


N / 
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cluding paragraph, I muſt ſay in my turn, that. 
I am perſuaded the unprejudiced part of the 
world will be ſatisfy d by what is written on 


both ſides, that we gave the people no cauſe of 
complaint, and that the methods taken have 
been arbitrary and unjuſt. We challenge him, 
and all the world, to name any one inſtance of 

glory and honour, which the ſcripture dire&s us 
to give to the Son and Holy Ghoſt, which we 
withhold from them; or any one aſſertion of the 
ſcripture, which we do not ſincerely believe in 
the true ſenſe of it, as far as we are able to 
perceive what that is. And what reaſon any 
can have not to expect the /ight, grace, and com- 
fort of the Holy Ghoſt, by joinmg with us, I 
cannot imagine; nor do I ſee our author had 
any occaſion for his uncharitable inſinuation. I 
ſhould think he might have perceiv'd, that it 
would have been as pertinent for any one to 
ask, how perſons could expect theſe influences 
of the Holy Ghoſt, when they join with thoſe 
who will not be content with the revelation 
he has made, but will take upon them to invade 
his office, by adding to that rule of truth which 
he, the ſpirit of truth, has given us. 

As to our author, I deſire him for the fu- 
ture to examine all I ſay, if he pretends to 
anſwer me, and to write fairly, and not to act 
contrary to his own profeſſion,” but keep cloſe to 
ſtrit and undiſgui ſed truth. I am apt to think 
the world will judge by his performance, _ 

| when 
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when his party difcarded the principles of * 
berty, they did not keep ſtrictiy to thoſe of 
honeſty. I ſhall only cloſe; 1n'tmitation of our 
author, with deſiring my old friends to conſider, 
with what comfort and ſatisfaction they can 
aſſemble to worſhip God in à place, which 
their own conſciences muſt tell them is now 
thro? fraud and injuſtice applied to the pur- 
poſes tis made to ſerve for; ſince in every caſe 
the Lord buen Feen, and baten robbery for 
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